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Current Topics. 


The Prohibition of Imports. 

WeE print elsewhere an article dealing with 
tutional case of Rex v. Brown (Times, 18th December) 
the case is under appeal, our usual practice is 
on the decision of the first instance judge in such a state of 
affairs. But the exceptional importance of this judgment is 
sufficient ground for departing from our ordinary rule It 
should not be assumed too hastily, as many legal and lay 

that the Sankey judgment must stand 
in the Court of Appeal Prima facie, literal inter 
pretation of 3 


the Consti 
As 


not to comment 


newspapers are doing, 
and o1 
ection 43 in the Customs Consolidation Act of 
1876, the Crown by Proclamation can prohibit the import of 
any ‘‘ goods’’ it pleases Against this is the application of 
the familiar ejusdem generis rule, which the Court 
to interpret words in a statute, or other document, in accord 
ance with the context. The rule, however, like al! 
of construction, is anvthing but lucid or well settled 
what the Court of Appeal or House of decide, it 
would be hasty to say. 


com px | 


our canons 


So 


Lords may 


The Advice of Law Officers. 

But Quite apart from the interpretation of the 
question of great constitutional importance to lawy 
the public at large is raised by certain circumstance 
have attended the case. Extraordinary as it 
appears to be quite im possible to discover any of the Crown's 
legal advisers in the last five years who are willing to take 
full responsibility for Proclamation No. 32, 
irisen Apparently 32 different Proclam 
time to the first dati 
assumption the Crown has 
43 any t please 
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against the legality of the Proclamation to be over- 
whelming. But on the very day when Mr. Justice Sanxry 
delivered judgment, Sir Avucktanp GEDDES sprung a 
bombshell on the House of Commons. In reply to a question 
in the House he said that the responsibility for the Proclama- 


tion rested with Sir Joun Siwon and Lord Buckmaster, the | 


then Attorney and Solicitor-General. He had not seen any 
written opinion of theirs, he replied, but he presumed that the 
Government, of which they were member would not have 
acted without their advice 


Disclaimers of Responsibility. 

THIS STATEMENT in the House was immediately followed by 
disclaimers on the part of Sir Joun Simon and Lord Buck 
MASTER, both of whom have been throughout 1919 in the 
forefront of the battle against the legality of these imports 
But it cannot be said thet these disclaimers leave the matter 
in a satisfactory position. It now appears that in 1915 the 
Board of Trade issued these drastic Proclamations on its own 
responsibility and without consulting its Law Officers. Sir 
Joun Simon makes the trite explanation that everyone wanted 
to get on with the war, and that, therefore, neither trader 
nor anyone else worried about the legality of the Proclama- 
tion But surely it is the business of the Government’s legal 
advisers to consider the legality of such Proclamations, and 
if they are not within the existing law to suggest that powers 
be obtained for their due legal enactment. If the Law Officers 
of the Crown, especially when one of them is a member of 
the Cabinet, sit still when a manifestly illegal use is made of 
statutory powers, they surely take a very larrow conception 
of their duties. The public is entitled to rely on the presence 
of eminent Law Officers in every Ministry as some guarantee 
that the Executive will not wilfully or negligently do fla- 
grantly illegal acts. Sir Jonn Srmown, in his letter to the 
Times, seems to feel this to some extent, for he goes on to 
draw an unreal distinction between the Prohibition of Im- 
ports in 1915 and the same step in 1919. No distinction can 
be drawn under the terms of section 43 of the Customs Con- 
solidation Act, 1876: that section applies to peace quite as 
much as to war—if, indeed, it contemplates a state of war at 
all. Moreover, we are still, for all purposes of technical law, 
still at war, just as we were in 1915. Indeed, no one ven- 
tured to contend before Mr. Justice SANKEY that a Proclama 
tion similar to No. 32 would have been legal in 1915, but 
illegal in 1919. It seems, therefore, that the Law Officers of 
1915 cannot disclaim responsibility for sitting still in silence 


while a Proclamation was issued which they now denounce as | 


illegal. If they had advised the Government of its illegality, 
but yet retained office when their decision was ignored, they 
would have been on firmer ground, for no member of. a 
Ministry is expected to resign on minor matters. But that, 
they themselves explain, is not what happened. 


Limited Responsibility for Legal Advice. 


But THE position of Sir Joun Stwon and Lord BuckmMasTER 
is not the only curious feature of an anomalous series of 
incidents. Faced with the disclaimers of these gentlemen, Sir 
AUCKLAND Geppes in the House of Commons fell back on the 
suggestion that later Law Officers had advised the Crown to 
treat Proclamation No. 32 as legal, but had expressly ex- 
plained that their advice was limited It was ‘‘ based on the 
hypothesis that the earlier Proclamations, including the first 
in 1915, which prohibited the import of goods, was valid.’ 
The legal advisers of the Crown, it would seem, regarded 
themselves as precluded from considering whether or not these 
Proclamations were valid, but simply advised that if Nos. 1 
to 31 were valid, then No. 32 was valid. At least this is 
how we read Sir AvcKLanp GeppEs’ somewhat oracular ex- 
planation. All that can be said about it is that if the Law 
Officers gave any such advice, they took a somewhat frivolous 
view of their responsibilities and their duty to the public at 
large. 


1A Definition of Legal Advisers’ Duties. 

Tue mora. of the whole affair is that lawyers would do well 
to press for a more sérious realization of their duty to the 
public on the part, not only of Law Officers, but of all legal 

| advisers in Departments of State. Nowadays Government 
Departments have enormous powers of issuing bye-laws in 
every sphere of the citizen’s life. Since the war these have im 
mensely increased, hut they had become very great even before 
1914 Now, the ordinary citizen is entitled to assume that 
the Government Departments will not issue an Order light}, 
without considering whether it is intra vires or ultra vire 

True, if it is w/tra vires, it can be quashed in the courte 
Sut the average citizen cannot afford the costly litigation 
necessary to quash an order, even when manifestly illegal 
And if the matter is at all doubtful, still less can he afford 
to assert his rights. The result is that in practice he has t 

rely on the good faith of Departments. He has to assume 
that they will not knowingly and deliberately assert thei: 
powers, relying on the public weakness. He his to assume 
that, if any doubt exists, they will not exercise tne power in 
dispute, but will go to Parliament for further powers. Now 
who is the person on whom the citizen thus relies ? Why, the 
legal adviser in each Government Department. Every 
Ministry, nowadays, has its lege] branch, with experienced 
lawyers as its advisers. It is their duty to draft the orde 
necessary to carry out the policy decided on by the Depart- 
ment. It has generally been held, hitherto, that if asked to 
draft an illegal order they should advise that it is illegal 
If the Ministry refuses to take their advice, then the opinion 
of the Law Officers should be taken. Such opinion should be 
given with absolute impartiality. The legal adviser of a 
Department and the Law Officers of the Crown should act 
with the same absolute impartiality as is shewn by a Lord 
Chancellor when engaged in the judicial side of his duties. 
In the nineteenth century, we believe, this high—but not too 
high—standard was fully attained. 


] 


The Newer Practice of Legal] Advisers. 

Bur we greatly fear that of late years, and especially since 
the war, some legal advisers at least have gradually been 
leaning towards a different interpretation of their duties 
There is a growing tendency for the legal adviser of a Depart 
ment, and for the Law Officers of the Crown, to regard the 
State as a private client, and to place their abilities un 
reservedly at its disposal to carry out its will. Instead of 
criticizing the legality and equity of their Department's pro 
posed actions, they regard themselves as mere agents or 
instruments to carry them out. They try to find a !é@gal way 
of dding so, if possible ; if not, they are content to find the 
way which is most difficult to question and quash in the 
courts. We fear this is the new tendency, although not yet 
dominant everywhere. It is, in our opinion, a thoroughly 
bad tendency. It puts the citizen at the mercy of the State, 
without protectior. against bureaucratic tyranny, except by 
| the expensive method of recourse to the law courts. It mark 
| the decay of freedom and the growth of bureaucracy. The 
tendency is natural. For the legal adviser has become a 
permanent civil servant, dependent for place and promotio: 
on the head of his department. His subordinates in the lega! 
branch are in the same position. If he proves compliant, pr 
motion is easy ; if he makes himself a nuisance by questioning 
irregularities and illegalities, promotion is at an end, and a 
pretext may be found for shunting him. The remedy, oi 
course, is independence. The legal advisers of Government 
Departments should never be civil servants. They should 
be lawyers in large practices who retain their private practice, 
and are in no way dependent on the Civil Service for a career. 
If this change were made, the fangs of bureaucracy would be 
partially drawn. 








rhe Poor Persons Report. 
THE RECENT report of the Commission into the working 
of the new rules for litigation by poor persons has disclosed 
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some manifest defects in the present system. No doubt 


. ' 
persons of means sufficient to employ practilioners too oiten 


take advantage of a system inteaded for others. A more 
stringent investigation of each application, however, should 
go far to remedy this. 
up those cases properly. But a report of the trial judge or 
registrar to the Law Society should be sufficient to check this 
practice; a solicitor so reported would be in an unenviable 
position. Again, some solicitors are said to make a profit out 
their allowance for’ ‘‘ out-of-pocket But the 
solicitor conducting those cases has to provide an office and 
clerks ; the profit must be much smaller than in ordinary 
litigation, so that he has no inducement to instigate the use 
of this procedure in any improper case. On this last point 
we do not see our way to accept hastily the Commission’s view 
that solicitors should be absolute!y aebarred from any reward 
for conducting a pauper case. © 


ex penses 


Three Classes of Litigation. 

OvuR OWN view is that the economic conditions of modern 
life render necessary some discrimination between costs in the 
case of different social classes. An analogy from another 
sphere of life will make our meaning clearer. To-day, if a 
man has to undergo an operation he has two courses open to 
him. If he can find the surgeon’s fee of fifty guineas, or 
thereabouts, and can pay ten or twelve guineas a week for 
his reception into a nursing home, he can get operated on as 
an independent person paying his own charges. If not, he 
must into a public hospital, and be operated on 
gratuitously as a pauper patient. There is no via media for 
the poor but respectable man who would willingly pay a 
moderate fee for nursing and surgery. The same is true of 
a man whose wife or child is a lunatic. If he cannot afford 
the high fees of private asylums, he ha practically to seek 
Now it seems de irable that 
some middle path should exist by which a poor but self 
respecting person can get an operation performed, or medical 
treatment, or care in an asylum, at The 
difficulty is to combine this principle of economic independence 
with the demand of the medical profession and its auxiliaries 
in nursing homes and elsewhere, for a standard minimum 
fee, which will preserve the dignity and status of the pro- 
fession. The same difficulty occurs in litigation. A citizen 
must either bear the very heavy cost of High Court litigation 
out of his own pocket, or else pay nothing and appear as a 
poor person. Some via media ought to be found. Would it 
be impossible to arrange that in the case of litigants certified 
to possess an income which, in proportion to their domestic 
burdens, is should be 
cases in a special list, where the cost 
some fixed amount, 
scale ? 


Zo 


the assistance of the poor law 


ome moderate rate 


under-average, entitled to enter their 

hould be limited to 
item should be on a lower 
In such a case both counsel and solicitors employed 
would get some remuneration, although not on stich a high 
scale as to tempt many practitioners to go upon the panels. 
We do not believe the scheme would really affect the earnings 
of solicitors, for nine persons out of t n on the list would 
either litigate at present in forma pauperis, or else refrain 
from litigation altogether. The existence of the lower scale 
in their case would not diminish the quantity of normal work 
paid at normal rates. Indeed, did such a special scale for 
poor people exist, it might be possible to get a larger increase 
in the scale of normal than Lord Chancellor at 
present sees his way to sanction. 


and every 


costs the 


Decentralization of Litigation. 


But, oF course, one of the best and simplest of all remedie 
for the hardships suffered by 
litigate, either as plaintiffs o1 
Of county 


poor persons compelled to 


is defen | inte. 
jurisdiction. We have than 
columns that the county court might well 
be given, like the Scottish Sheriff Court. unlimited co-ordinate 
jurisdiction, with the High Court in all case 
divorce Tn the fact 


is the extension 


court 


more once 


suggested in thes 


3 excent, perhaps, 


view of ndeed, that three-quarters of 


Again, some solicitors do not work | 





the poor person cases are divorce cases, something is even to 
hand over consistorial jurisdiction to the county 
removing separation orders from justices 
vast powers of making such 
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urt judges i.e., 
very apt to abuse then 
rders) and divorce cases from the High Court; both might 
the court. Bat here other con 
intervene Uniformity in the granting of 
and in the exercise of judicial discretion, which in 
uch cases has constantly to be considered, is a powerful 
irgument decentralization Perhaps here, too, a via 
media might be found. Why not give the county court judge 
power to grant divorce in undefended cases, but provide 
that on the appearance of a defendant the case must be auto- 
matically transferred to the High Court 
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Equitable Contingent Remainders 

Ir was held by Mr. Justice Astaury in Re Robson (1916, 
1 Ch. 116) that the effect of the Land Transfer Act, 1897 
(Part I.), is to turn legal devises into equitable devises, the 
legal estate being by the statute vested in the personal repre- 
sentative In the case of Re Robson there was a legal devise 
such of 
her children in fee simple as shall attain the age of twenty-one 
years tenants 1n 
( leaving two 


to the testator’s daughter for life, with remainder to “ 


ind if more tnan one in equal shares a 
The daughter (life tenant) died, 
children who had attained the age of twenty-one and two who 
had not. The question before the Court was whether the two 
were excluded by the fact of their not having attained 
the age of twenty-one at the time of their mother’s death, or 
whether the contingent remainders of the infants were pre- 
erved from destruction either by the Contingent Remainders 
Act, 1877. or the Land Transfer Act, 1897. Apart from these 
two Act these infants’ remainders would have failed. 
Whether the Act of 1877 would have been sufficient to save 
them Mr. Justice Astsury did not decide, but he did decide 
that the: aved by the Land Transfer Act, 1897. Equit- 
le contingent remainders are not liable to destruction as are 
legal contingent remainders, and even the subsequent clothing 
of the equitable estate with the legal estate during the life 
tenancy is not sufficient to defeat the testator’s intention that 
ill children who attain twenty-one shall take, although their 
interests are still contingent at the life tenant's death: Re 
Freme (1891, 3 Ch. 167; affd. 1894, 1 Ch. 1) Mr. Justice 
Astsury held that, the effect of Part I. of the Land Transfer 
Act being to remainders of the 
imterests created by the will, these were immune from destruc- 
ial immunity notwithstanding that 
the assent of the personal representative to the devise clothed 
them with the legal e¢tate from the date of the assent—thus 
the case within the decision of Re Freme. Besides 
the English cases on equitable contingent remainders, Mr. 
Justice Astspuny referred to, and relied on, two Australian 
cases as supporting his view of the effect of the provisions of 
Part I. of the Land Transfer -Act, 1897, viz., Re Beavis 
(1097 ite Rey N.S.W.) 66) and Re f (1908, 
§. A. L. R. 1) 
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to illustrate the beneficent operation of Part I. of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, in preserving contingent remainders from 
destruction b would other- 
wise be legal conti There is, however, 
another side to the question, aptly illustrated by another Aus- 
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State Rep. (N.S.W.) 637) there were, asin Pe Rohson (supra), 
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of the Land Transfer Act. 1897. 
woulr have been legal devises contingent 
The testator devised the property to his 
life, with remainder ‘‘ to het shal! 
atiain ft! ive of twent five ears as common 7 


Perpetuities. 


making equitable estates of what 


ngent remainders 


on this point 


will be taken in 


| in remaindet 


devise ! lite ane 
ponding with Part I 
| 


corre 
creating legal 
remainde: 
daughter 


issue who 


tenants in 











172° THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








Jan. 3, 1920 








The question arose whether the remainders were void as 
infringing the rule agaiast perpetuities. [t was held that they 
were void, and that being made by statute equitable contingent 
remainders they must be subjected in all respects to the settled 
law applicable to equitable contingent remainders, and so to 
the modern rule against perpetuities. In this particular 
instance. therefore, the intention of the testator was frustrated 
by the statutory alteration of the law of the devolution of land. 
As legal contingent remainders the gifts to the issue of the 
testator’s daughter would at least have had a chance of 
eventually becoming vested. The reasoning on which Barrett 
y. Barrett was founded seems sound, and likely to commend 
itself to an English Chancery judge. But the result may be 
to completely destroy some gifts by of contingent re- 


way 
mainder which otherwise contingently. 


would have been good 
Merchant Shipping Acts—Limitation of Liability 
Section 503 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, enacts 
that the owners of a ship, British or foreign, are not to be 
liable for loss of life and other losses in the aggregate beyond 
an amount equal to £15 a ton of their ship’s tonnage, and for 


loss of vessel or goods beyond an amount equal to £8 a ton. 
Section 504 provides for the bringing of limitation actions by 


the owners, so that the amount of the ship’s liability may be 
determined. Nice questions have arisen where the fund of £15 
a ton has not been sufficient to satisfy all claims, and even more 
difficult questions where the fund does not amount to so much 
as £15 aton. Where the full sum of £15 a ton is available, 
but insufficient for al! claims, it has been held that claimants 
in respect of loss of life are entitled to be paid £7 a ton, and 
then these claimants and claimants in respect of loss of goods 
must rank as creditors peri passu against the balance repre- 
senting £8 a ton: The Victoria (1888, 13 P. D. 125). Appar- 
ently this method of dealing with the two sets of claims has 
been regarded as applicable in all cases where a fund is avail- 
able for the satisfaction of claims, whether proceedings have 
been taken by the owners of the ship to limit their liability 
or not. The contrary has, however, just been decided by the 
Privy Council on an appeal from the Supreme Court of 
Canada SS. Storstad (7th Decem- 
ber). This case arose out of the collision between The Storstad 
and The Lm press of Ireland in the St. Lawrence on 29th May, 
1914. The Empress of Ireland was sunk with great lose of life, 
and The Storstad went on to Montreal The Storstad was sub- 
and in an action 7m rem in the Canadian 
held solely responsible and ordered to be 
sold. She realized about £35,000. The claims against this 
fund exceeded £613,000. The tonnage of the ship was 6,028 
tons, so that the fund available for claims was about £6 a ton 
and about 6 per cent. of the amount of the claims. The owners 
of The Storstad took no part in the inquiry as to the amounts 
, and took no proceedings for limiting their liability. 
the Canadian courts held that the 
ife had an absolute priority up to £7 a 
would have shut out altogether the 
The Judicial Committee reversed 
and held that the fund was divisible 
and that any distinction 
laimants, and’ any limitation of 
owners’ liability, only arose if proceedings were actually taken 
under section 504 by the ship owners to have their lability 
limited. 
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The Increased Scale of Non-Contentious Costs. 
THIRTY-THREE and a third per cent. is not a very large 
increase in the permitted scale of solicitors’ costs, but the new 
order has fixed that percentage, and it is 
pecting any increase in the near future. 
power of money, as shewn by the Economists’ 


not much use ex- 
The purchasing 
Index Number, 
1914. The cost of 
the purchasing power of 
money has fallen; but it has risen from 100 to 225 per cent. ; 
it has therefore more than doubled. Certainly wages and 
other office expenses have risen at least 50 per cent. The new 


is only about one-third of what it was in 


living has not risen quite so much as 








scale of costs, therefore, lags behind not only the fall in the 
value of the pound and the rise in the cost of living, but even 
the increase in professional working expenses. On the other 
hand, there has been undeniably a considerable increase in 
the quantity of conveyancing, and therefore in the gross 
receipts of most well-established firms. On the whole the 
new order is perhaps a reasonable compromise for the present. 








The Report of the Land Transfer 


Committee. 
| a 


Lanp Transfer reform has been in a state of suspended 
animation during the war. Lord Hatpane had in 191%, with 
the assistance of a committee which included the late Sir 
Puitutip Grecory and Mr. B. L. Cuerry, produced the Rea! 
Property Bill and the Conveyancing Bill, and these, just at 
the commencement of the war, were combined and introduced 
as a single measure—the Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bill. The scheme of the Bill by no means passed without 
criticism, but it received a very generak amount of assent, and 
it is probable that, if the times had been propitious, it would 
have become law. But the lapse of five years has led to 
further consideration of the subject, and while many of the 
features of Lord Haupane’s Bill are likely to stand, some of 
its disputable points—in particular its new classification of 
estates and interests as paramount and subordinate—are not 
reproduced in Mr. Cuerry’s Bill, which now appears to hold 
the field. 

The Report on Land Transfer, which has just been 
issued, purports to be the Fourth Report of the Acquisition 
and Valuation of Land Committee, of which Mr. LeEs.iz 
Scott, K.C., is chairman. That Committee, as is well known, 
was appointed by the Minister of Reconstruction—a Minister 
who, it was fondly thought, could, by a little hard thinking 
and with the assistance of experts in their own branches, 
solve all the difficulties which would arise on the termination 
of the war. And one of the schemes on which Dr. App1son 
adventured was the reform of Land Transfer. Accordingly 
in January, 1919, he formulated a reference in the following 
terms :—‘* To consider the present position of Land Transfer 
in England and Wales, and to advise what action should be 
taken to facilitate and cheapen the transfer of land’’; and 
this was referred to a Land Transfer Committee consisting of 
some of the members of the Acquisition of Land, &c., Com- 
mittee, including the chairman, with certain additional 
members appointed for the special purposes of the inquiry. 
But reconstruction promised to be a harder task than the pro- 
moters of the Ministry had imagined—a task to be performed 
under the prolonged stress of practical requirements rather 
than as the result of philosophic thinking. The Ministry of 
Reconstruction vanished, and Dr. Apptson undertook the 
prosaic but more practical business of preserving the national 
health. But the Land Transfer Committee was saved from 
the extinction with which it was threatened by the failure of 
its original mandate. It was in effect taken over by the Lord 
Chancellor, and to him, upon the conclusion of its inquiry, its 
Report is presented. 

At present we propose only to indicate generally some of 
the conclusions at which the Committee has arrived. They 
point to far-reaching changes in real property law, in con- 
veyancing, and in registration of title, but the detaii lex 
examination of these we shall leave to a future series of 
articles. At present we shall deal only with the Report. The 
Committee took the evidence of several witnesses, but the 
material on which it is mainly founded consists of the Report 
of the Land Transfer Commission of 1911, a pamphlet by Mr. 
Artuur Unpernitt—‘‘ The Line of Least Resistance: An 
Easy but Effective Method of Simplifying the Law of Real 
Property ’’—and the Law of Property Bill, prepared by Mr. 
Cuerry. Mr. Unpernityt’s pamphlet is printed as Ap- 
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pendix I. to the Report. Mr. Cuerry’s Bill is lengthy, and 
we are not aware that the full text is at present available, but 
a memorandum by him, in which its principles and objects 
are explained is printed as Appendix 1V. We believe that 
Mr. UNDERHILL was one of the chief critics of the scheme 
of Lord Hatpane’s Bill, so far as it applied to conveyancing. 
But the tables are turned. Mr. Unperni y's scheme for the 
reform of real property law, and with it of conveyancing, 
now in the ascendant, and, if we understand the matter 
aright, Mr. Cuerry’s Bill is a judicious reconstruction of 
Lord Hatpane’s Bill in accordance with Mr. UNnpDERHILL's 
proposals. 

The Report, which consists of seven parts, deals in Part | 
with the Existing Law and Practice of Conveyancing, and its 
proposed amendments. The various simplifications effected 
by the Vendor and Purchaser Act and the Conveyancing and 
Settled Land Acts are noted, and the following further 
changes are recommended :—The abolition of the necessity of 
words of limitation in conveying the fee simple—a reform long 
overdue; the reduction of the period of title from forty to 
thirty years, and at the same time the reversal of the doctrine 
of Patman v. Harland (17 Ch. D. 353), which might make 
any such reduction a mere trap for the unwary ; the substitu- 
tion of an indorsed receipt for reconveyance of a mortgage, 
as in building society mortgages—a very doubtful expedient, 
as the litigation to which it has given rise shews; the estab- 
lishment of a tribunal for quashing restrictive building 
covenants which have become obsolete ; and also certain minor 
amendments which are contained in Part III. of Mr. Cuerry’s 
Bill. 

As regards the customs and methods adopted in the actual 
practice of conveyancing, the Committee repel the charges of 
slowness and costliness. In simple cases completion is often 
effected quickly; in larger cases, a delay of two or -three 
months suits the convenience of the parties, and would still 
be common even if the delays incident to investigation of title 
were removed. And as regards expense :— 

“17. In regard to the accusation of costliness, we think it only 
right to say clearly that the seale of costs allowed by the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Order, 1881, cannot be considered at all excessive in 
view of the work which has to be performed, even on the value of 
money which obtained in 1881. We are assured that the scale 

‘ allowed for small transactions does not remunerate the solicitors 

employed. The scale commences at £3, though the work involved 
in a small purchase may be exactly the same as that in a purchase 
involving a larger sum. It is also pointed out that the scale for 
transfers exceeding £100,000 is the same as for transactions in- 
volving that figure, so that in the largest transactions solicitors do 
not reap any additional advantage from the money which passes. 
We see no reason why this limit should be imposed.’ 

The only matter of practice to which the Committee take 
exception is the remarkable West of England custom of 
making the purchaser pay the costs of the vendor’s solicitor. 
How it ever gained a footing is a mystery. It is prohibited 
by clause 95 of Mr. Cuerry’s Bill. The Committee also 
notice the complication of titles caused in certain districts 
specially the North of England—by the existence of chief 
rents ; but, since these appear to be economically useful, it is 
not proposed to interfere with them except by enlarging the 
facilities for redemption under section 45 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, and for apportioning rents where required for dis- 
charging part of the land. With the changes thus suggested, 
the Committee think that the existing system of conveyancing 
will be brought to as high a pitch of perfection as it is ever 
likely to attain : — 

“It appears to us that if these recommendations are carried into 
law a limit will then have been reached in the improvements which 
can be effected along the traditional lines of development laid down 
by the Conveyancing Acts, and that if a more perfect system of 
land transfer is to be achieved a far more drastic reform will have 
to be effected than is contained in the recommendations we have 
enumerated above.”’ 

This drastic reform lies in the alteration of the existing 
Law of Real Property, but the recommendations on this head, 
which are given in Part II., we must reserve till next week. 
The main points are that an estate in fee simple is assimilated 





in its incidents to a leasehold estate, and that legal estates in 
land may be taken by a purchaser without his being concerned 
with any trusts. Part IV. contains proposed amendmeuts in 
the existing system of Registration of Title, the recom 
mendations of the Land Transfer Commission of 1911 being 
taken in detail, and either adopted or amended; and 
Part VII. contains recommendations as to the extension of 
compulsory registration. The proposal is to repeal sub-sec 
tions 6, &, and 9 of section 20 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
and enable compulsory registration to | applied to any 
county, or part of a county, after a public inquiry, and ubject 


i 
matters we shall consider in detail hereafter 


to the draft order being approved by Parliament. These 
it 


(To be continued.) 


Statutes and the Ajusdem Genes 
Rule. 


Ir is not very often that a leading case in any branch of 
law, least of all in Constitutional Law, turns on the con 
struction of ten words or thereabouts in a statut Yet that 
is what has happened in the very recent case of 1’. v. Lrown 
(Times, 18th December). There the Attorney-General laid 
an information against a Manchester firm of chemical manu 
facturers asking for the condemnation of six packages of 
pyrogallic acid consigned to the defendants trom America. 
The import was contended by the Crown to be a breach of 
Proclamation No. 32 of 1918, enacted under section 43 of the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, and forbidding (inter alia) 
the import of this article by persons not licensed by the 
Crown so to import. The decision of Mr. Justice SANKEY 
that this Proclamation is illegal turned essentially on the 
application of the well-known ejusdem generis to the inter- 
pretation of this particular section. 
Section 43 of the statute in question provides as follow 

‘‘ The importation of arms, ammunition, gunpowder, or any 
other qoods may be prohibited by Proclamation or Order in 
Council The point, of course, is whether any other goods 
means what it says when taken in the literal sense, or whether 
its meaning must be cut down by their context, namely, the 
juxtaposition immediately preceding this term of three very 
definite classes of goods, ‘‘ arm ammunition, and gun 


powder,’’ each obviously one species of a well-marked genus. 


And, of course, the ejusdem generis rule 3 iply this 
‘‘ Where specific words are followed and amplified by the 
addition of general words, the latter are to be confined in 
their application to things of the same kind as the preceding 
specific words’’ (Scrutron on Charter Parties, Ninth Edition, 
p. 221). A logician would express it somewhat differently 
Where a list of species belonging to the same ge7 

say, is enumerated and there follows words of a general 


e wi uld 


character, the general words must refer only any other 
specie s, not enumerated, but comprised in the ne genu 

It should be noted that ejusdem generis doe 

this phrase ‘‘ of the same kind,’’ but “ of the s: > yen 

in other words it is used in its strictest logi n ng and 
not in a popular sense. The question always is whether a 
particular thing is within the same genus as the enumerated 
species; the question is not, as so often erroneously supposed, 
whether a particular thing 1s of similar kind or like to the 
things enumerated (ihidem, p. 222) 

Now, the first point to be noted about thi t ! con 
struction is that it only applies when the whole « ext and 
character of the document under consideration ‘ it, the 
general words which follow the specific words are descriptive 
of one well-marked genus to which these belong pecie 
Prim4G facie, general words ought to be taken quite literally 
and not in any restricted sense (per Lord Esner, Anderson v 
Anderson, 1895, 1 Q. B., at p. 753). It is only when some 
indication exists that the parties to the document intend a 


restricted meaning, that such restriction can be read into 
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it. An analysis of the whole document to grasp its general 
scope is therefore necessary before it can be decided whether 
or not this rule applies, And where the document is a 
statute, the accepted principle that legislation tends to be 
a continuous evolution compels historical investigation into 
any prior legislation that has led up to the situation created 
by the statute whose scope is under analysis. Sometimes, too, 
the doctrine of contemporanea exposita permits recourse 
to the surrounding social and political circumstances in the 
effort to construe a statute. And therefore in Fk. vy. Brown 
(supra), counsel in their arguments and the Judge in his 
decision made free use of all the historical light that could be 
thrown on the meaning of the statute 


The case turns upon the construction of section 43, and 
in construing an Act of Parliament it is legitimate to con- 
sider: (1) The state of the law at the time the Act of Par 
liament was passed, and the changes it was passed to effect 
(2) The sections and structure of the Act of Parliament as 
a whole. See Stradling v. Morgan (1560, Plowden, 199); 
Heydon’s case (1584, Co. Rep. 8); and Hawkins vy. Gather 
cole (1855, 6 De G. M. & G. 1). As tw (1), the state of the 
law when the Act of Parliament was passed and the changes 
which it was passed to effect. The Customs Consolidation 
Act of 1876 re-enacts, as far as the sections material to this 
case are concerned, an earlier Act of 1853, known as the 
Customs Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 107), and it is therefore 
to the position in the year 1853 that attention must be 
directed. ; 

The history of the legislation on the subject of Proclama 
tions prohibiting importation began with 12 Chas. 2, c. 4, 
ss. 1l and 12, which was followed by 1 Jac. 2, ¢. 8, as. 1 
and 3. There were three consolidating Acts—6 Geo. 4, 
ec. 107, ss. 52, 3 & 4 Wm. 4, c. 52, and 8 & 9 Vict. c. 8&6, 
s. 63. The Tariff Act, 1853, began a change of scheme, by 
which all importations were allowed except as far as they were 
prohibited by Proclamation. On the plain words of section 43 
of the Act of 1876 there is no reason why the words “ any 
other goods ’’ should be restricted in meaning, and this con- 
struction is made more probable by the history of the legisla 
tion in Acts quoted from Caarves II. onwards: Hunter v. 
Coleman (1914, 2 Ir. R. 372), Theodore v. Duncan (35 


T. L. R. 472; 1919, A. C. 696), Richmond Hill Steamship | 
Co, v. Corporation of Trinity House (1896, 2 Q. B. 134), and 


Anderson v. Anderson (1895, i Q. B. 749). 
In the year 1853, then, a change of Parliainentary policy 


took place. There is, therefore, a breach in the continuity of the | 


legislative scheme in connection with imports, and this breach 
occurs in 1853. Prior to 1853 Parliament took it for granted 
that imports should be restricted unless for some reason of 
policy permitted. After 1853 Parliament equally took it for 
granted that imports should be permitted freely unless 
definitely restricted for some public purpose. Thus the whole 
legislation falls into two groups marked by principles which 
are the precise logical contradictories of each other. In the 
pre-1853 group the governing principle is ‘‘ prohibition.’ In 
the post-1853 group the governing principle is ‘‘ free en 
trance.’’ It follows that the first group of statutes cannot 
be used as a guide to the interpretation of the later group 
It is useless to show that, had the Act of 1853, or that of 
1876, been passed between 1660 and 1856, the Legislature 
would have tended to restrict imports as widely as possible. 
The pre-1853 group are not only not relevant as guides to the 
meaning of the post-1853 group ; but, if relevant, they sug 
gest an interpretation which must be exactly reversed in orde: 
to discover the view Parliament intended in 1876 

As to the sections of and structur> of the Act of Parlia- 
ment as a whole, for years before the Act the importation of 
arms, ammunition, and gunpowder had been in a separats 
category, and had been prohibited to be imported except by 
licence from His Majesty for furnishing His Majesty’s public 


stores only. When the Act of 1853 came to be passed the | 
structure appears to have been as follows: Section 41 declares | 


in favour of the lawfal importation of any goods. Section 44 





sets out three several tables—(a) in respect of goods abso 
lutely prohibited to be imported ; (4) goods prohibited to be 
imported except in transit; (c) goods prohibited to be im- 
ported, subject to restrictions. 

Now, it is to be noted that, as far as this table is con, 
cerned, it appears in the Acts of 1825, 1833, and 1845, but 
not quite in the sume form. In each one of those Acts the 
words arms, ammunition, and utensils of war by way of mer- 
chandise and gunpowder, found their place in the list of goods 
absolutely prohibited to be imported. They were logically in 
their wrong class because they were not really absolutely 
prohibited, for a licence could be obtained from His Majesty 
for their importation. The draftsman who drew the Act 
of 1853 evidently saw this. They were a well-known category 
of articles. They had been grouped together repeatedly in 
the earlier statutes and evidently referred to a class of goods 
connected with warlike operations. He, therefore, logically 
took them out of a class to which they did not belong and 
dealt with them separately in a section. There were four 
articles in this class—(1) arms; (2) ammunition; (3) gun- 
powder; (4) utensils of war. It would, therefore, appear 
that the words “‘ any other goods’’ in section 43 are used in 
a restrictive meaning and do not mean any other sort of goods, 
but any other goods of the kind referred to in the previous 
word 

From the above reasoning, much of which is summarized 
from Mr. Justice Sankey’s able and learned judgment it 
seems to follow that an historical examination of the only 
relevant group of statutes, the post-1853 group, shews that 
the draftsmen of the Acts of 1853 and 1876 (section 3 of 
which follows the earlier Act) cleerly intended to restrict the 
powers, of prohibition by Proclamation to one small genus 
of goods, namely the class ‘‘ utensils of war.’’ The ejusdem 
generis rule therefore applies. ‘‘ Other goods ’’ must be con- 
strued as if the phrase used was ‘‘ other species of the genus 
to which arms, ammunition, and gunpowder ’’ belong. That 


| genus is utensils of war, not chemicals, and so cannot include 


a photographic chemical such as pyrogallic acid. Such, at 
any rate, was the reasoning of the learned judge, but the 
point is one which may easily be viewed from a different 
angle in either of the superior Courts, to which in due course 
it will doubtless go 








Judicial and Prison Reform in 


China. 


(Continued from page 62). 
» Liaperty or THE ScupsEcT GUARANTEED BY THE ConsTITUTION. 


\s to the liberty of the subject. Thés is carefully guarded by 
Article 6, paragraphs 1 and 2, of the Constitution in these terms: 
‘The person of the citizen, save in the case provided by law, must 
not be apprehended, incarcerated, judged or punished. The 
(lomicile of the citizen, save in the case provided by law, must not 
be violated, or made the object of searches.” Tortures formerly 
employed to obtain admissions from accused persons have been 
sternly forbidden since 1906 

INDEPENDENCE AND IRREMOVABILITY OF THE JUDGES 


The law reformers of China consider that it is not sufficient 
issure a good adm:nistration of justice, to provide good laws, 
tribunals and modern procedure : it is further necessary to provide 
a justiciary worthy of the confidence of the public. So, since the 
stablishment of the Republic, this subject has had the constant 
ittention of the Government. In virtue of the law upon the organi- 
zation of the judiciary, the personnel of the courts is recrui 
hy means of competition after two examinations. No one is able to 
compete unless he possess a diploma in law, obtained after three 
years’ study. Candidates who have passed the first examination 
with success must for the two years following be attached to 4 
tribunal or district court (presumably on the staff of the public 
prosecutor). At the end of the two years so served at the court 
nother examination takes place. Those who satisfy the examiners 
may then be nominated as judges or additional procurators to 8 
tribunal or district court. 

As a matter of fact in the modern tribunals it will be found that 
the judges are men learned in the law. For the most part they hold 
diplomas granted by foreign universities. The judges and officials 
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possess.a real independence to assure a good administration o! 
justice. This will be seen as a consequence of Articles 51 and 52 of 
the Constitution, which, in the terms following, confer upon them 
absolute immovability The judges del-ver their decisions with 
absolute :ndependence ; they have not to submit to the interference 
of a superior authority. The judges cannot suffer any diminution 
of salary nor change of office ; they can only be deprived of their 
positions in circumstances specially provided for by law, following 
a condemnation, penal or disciplinary.’ 












Che general opinion of the country is that the modern administra- 
tion of justice is infinitely superior to that of the old régime, and 
everyone testifies as the integrity of the personnel of the 
judiciary and to the spirit of equity evidenced in their decisions. It 






to 







is not only the Ohinese delinquents and suitors who recognize the 
benefits of the modern tribunals, says the French report, the basis 
in China 






of this article, but also foreigners residing 








QUALIFICATIONS POR THE CHINESE Bar 





To adjudicate on commercial causes, as has been already stated 
courts of arbitration have been created The arbitrators are 
elected from among the members of the various Chambers of 
Oommerce, their mandate lasting for two years, and renewable for 
a like period. The arbitra] decision becomes executory only after 
the consent of the two parties. If the decision be rejected, there 
remains a right to take the matter before the ordinary tribunals 
As the Chambers of Commerce exercise a high authority in Ohina 
arbitral decisions are generally respected. 

After the Courts the principal auxiliary of justice is the advocate, 
a profession relatively new in China, but which has progressed 
greatly since the foundation of the Republic By a Ministerial 

* Order of 17th March, 1912, revised 23rd November, 1917, the object 
being to guarantee the honourability of the profession and the 
competence of the members thereof, it was decided that the title 
of advocate should only be conferred upon those who have success- 
fully passed a ‘professional examination reserved to those who 
possess the diploma demanded by candidates for the magistracy, or 
those seeking employment as judges or procurators. According to 
the regulations in force, it is necessary for every advocate to be 
inscribed at the bar of a district court \ disciplinary council 
exists in each province. composed of four judges of the Court of 
\ppeal. Any decision from this council may be revised by a 
superior council consisting of the President of the Court of Cassa 
tion and four judges thereof 

The view taken by Dr. Wane-TsunG-Wer and his collaborators 
is, judging from the rapid progress made in the reform of the 
judiciary, that in the not distant future the Chinese legal system 
will compare favourably with that of any Buropean country, even 
the most advanced in civilization 























Prison System TRANSFORMED 





for 





Almost part passu with judicial reform, a scheme the 
reorganization of the prison system was placed en chantier. From 
the moment of the establishment of modern tribunals administer- 
ing justice according to the new laws the necessity of establishing 
moaxlern prisons was apparent. So in 1906 a prison board was 
created at the Ministry of Justice to prepare and realise the reform 
desired. The central administration of the management of prisons 
is this body The local administration is entrusted to the Pro 
curator4eneral of the Court of Appeal of each province The 
internal administration of each prison is under the authority of a 
governor, a member of the civil service 

The modern prisons are constructed on the model of Western 
reformatory institutions. They are designed to accommodate from 
two hundred to one thousand convicts Women and youthful 
offenders, to wit those under eighteen years of age, also invalids 
and defectives, have quarters apart. The system is cellular. In 
these modern prisons the idea of reformation always asserts itself 
in the method of treatment of the inmates, which is that of a 
triple education—education moral, intellectual and physical 



















PRIMITIVE 


three different manners—in 
This moral training is given 


THAN 





ReEFORMATIVE RATHER 







Moral education is imparted im 
¢ommon, in groups, and individually 








te all without distinction. On the other hand. education, as the 
term is commonly used—that is, the subjects taught in our 
elementary day schools is only obligatory Ln the ease of those 





below eighteen years of age, antl the pupils are compelled to attend 
eéchool for four hours each day. In several penal establishments 
—notably in the Peking prison—there are optional for 
adults who attend for one or two hours daily. The inmates are 
permitted to have books from the library of the prisons. For 
physical instructior all the detained are required to take for half 
an hour daily physica) exercises 

Work is obligatory for all save invalids and defectives 
habour being considered of great importance. the prisoners 





classes 


and 
are 








we, trade or previous occupation. 


grouped according to their sex 
Hygiene is considered ancillary to reformation, so great attention 
6 paid salubrity the cleanliness of the buildings, clothing, 
e~haini nad alimentation 

In e interests of humanity ie tortures, a feature of the old 

son 8 n in China, are forbidden Those convicts who con- 

he rules enjoy certain p1 eve They are permitted to 

eceive visitors, and to rrespond with their friends. Members 
f the ! nay visit a prisoner once a month. Prisoners whose 
< fuct 18 satistactory in earn a remission of part of their sen- 
en und obtain condit-onal release Conditional release is 

uined by order of the President of the Republic, upon the 
€ endation of the Minister of Justice, who acts on the report 
of t prison g rl 

The view o ie Fren vriter before mentioned, who professes 
t writ auth tativel) s that le réforme pénitentiatre en Chine 





Books of the Week. 


Conveyancing.—QGibson’s Conveyancing. Eleventh Edition. 
Ry Apert Grisson, H. Gisson Rivinaton, M.A. Oxon, and A. 


CuirrorD Fountaineg, Solicitors. The “Law Notes” Publishing 
Offices. £1 15s. net. 
Education —The lowers and Duties of Education Authorities, 


with the Text of the Education (England) Acts 1870-1918 
FuretcHer Movutton, |).A. Cantab., Barrister-at - Law. 
Hodge & Co. (Limited). 15s 


By H. 
Win, 


Errata. 
The Secretary and His Directors. By Herxperr W. Jorpan and 
STaNLEY Borriz. Fourth Edition. Jordan & Sons. 
The name of the second joint author of this book is as above 
stated, and not as given in the review contained in our issue of 


27th ult 
Correspondence. 
“The Language of Old Form Books.” 


lo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


SIR In your interesting editorial of the 20th inst under the 
above heading, you remark The novice needs a key to the con- 
tractions. None exists, so he has to make his own May I, who 
im, like yourself, deeply interested in our professional archeology, 
draw your attention to a book which | have long used in my re 
searches among medieval records? | refer to “ The Record Inter- 
preter: A Collection of Abbreviations, Latin Words, and Names in 
English Historical MSS. and Records,” by ©. T. Martin, B.A,, 
F.S.A Assistant Keeper of the Public Records (Reeves & 
furner, 1892. Crown 8vo.) 

Che list of “ abbreviations ” fill 167 pages, and the glossary ” of 


medieval Latin common nouns 90 pages, besides nearly 100 proper 
nouns ’ 
Much similar information 
lition of Andrew Wright's 
of print C. 3 


derivable from the same author's 
Court Hand Restored,” long since out 
PaLLent- BATEMAN 


1s 


40, Brazennose-street, Manchester 
31st December, 1919 

Referring at Southwark to the considerable difficulty he had experi 
enced with regard to the provision of a pr yer court in the district, 
Dr. Waldo. the Oity and Southwark coroner, stated that he had com 
plained to the London County Oouncil and the Borough Council without 
much Success, Since the new Labour Council had been elec ted. how- 
eve somet! g had been done lor had that day fou d that @ 
installed and a new radiator supplied They had 
members ard Mr. Harrison, the bor ugh surveyor, 
| f prompt. 5 The London County Counei were 
n (save in the Oity) for the provision upkeep, ven- 
of the coroners’ courte. Some borough councile— 


built their own courts, in which case it was difficult 








rities to agree 4 ourte were admittedly difficult 
ite effi rently bu in his ¢ xperience, the London 
yroners uirte were generally cold and jnsanitarv, and the post-mortem 
me out « date 
it ’ ed e Stock Excha e that i! nsequence of 
the the Law Officers of the Crown that dealings in Premium 
Bonds a illeva ler the | ries Act. 1823, the permission given 
by the Committee { General Purposes on 8th December for dealings 
in th 3.000.000 French Five per Cent. Prem Bonds of 500 frances 
each is ance liod 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


BRITISH GENERAL INSURANCE CO, (LIM.) v. MOUNTAIN 


24th and 25th November; |8th December. 


Re-insvuRance PoLticy—Consent 
ABSENCE OF NOTICE BY 


Accipent Po.icy 
ro Cuaim Berna Laticatep 


Insurance (Los 

or UNDERWRITERS 

ASSURED 

{ttached to a policy of re-inaurance was a “ coate clause,’ providing 
that in the event of a claim occurring likely to exceed the amount re 
tained by the company, £250, at their own riak, no costs 
should be incurred without the consent of the underwriters, should the 
claim adjustable previous to going into court, for a sum not 
more than £250. then no coats should be payable by the underwriters, 
hut if it became ao adjustable for more than £25) the underwriters, 
if they consented to e continuance of the proceedings, should con 
tribute a proportion o the coata. 


The plarntiffa, an company, wnaured a tramway company 
against liability for accident and litigation expenses, and the defendant 
and other underwriters re-inaured the plaintiffs liability im exceas of 
£250 in respect of any one accident up to £79 in any one year. No 
notice of a claim for £1,750 against the plaintiffs was given the under- 
writers until the pleadings were closed and date of trial fixed, and the 
solicitors for the underwriters replied that, having had no previous 
they must not be litigation The 
action resulted in judqment againat the tramway company for £200 
and £431 costs. The plaintiffa paid the tramway company these sums, 
together with the tramway company 4 coats, 
from the defendant his proportion of £702 

Hleld, that the ronaent to 
precede nt tw the 
maurance and the 


inqurance 


becone 


waurance 


notice, taken to acquieace in the 


being the excess over £250. 
incur coata was a condition 
right to recover under the policy of re 
had heen rightly dismissed, 


underwritera 
plaintiffs 
action therefore 


Appeal by the plaintiffs, the British Genera! 
an order of the Court of Appeal (reported 35 T. L. R. 375). In March, 
1914, a car belonging to a tramway company, who were insured 
against accidents with the plaintiffs, collided with a cart The 
horse drawing the cart was being led by a man named John Henderson 
aged sixty-five 
died the next day 
wherein the two daughters of Henderson claimed in respect of his death 
£1,750. The result of the litigation was that the plaintiffs were called 
upon to pay, and did pay, £952, and they claimed from the defendant 
in this action one-ninth share of that sum, after deducting therefrom 
£250, the amount of the risk retained by the plaintiffs themselves 
Bray, J., in a considered judgment, dismissed the action on the ground 
that it was a condition precedent to any liability of the defendant and 
the other underwriters that the plaintiffs should not have incurred any 
costs without first obtaining the consent of the under 
writers. The Court of Appeal affirmed that decision. The plaintiffs 
appealed, and contended that on the facts it would not to any reason 
able man have appeared likely that the tramway company’s liability 
could have exceeded £250; and as a second point that in any event 
they were entitled to £42 7s. 6d. (being one-ninth of the excess over 
£250 of the damages and pursuer's costs), as the costs clause in the 
re-insurance policy dealt only with costs incurred by the plaintiffs, 
while the pursuer's costs were dealt with in the body of the policy of 
re-insurance and formed part of the risk insured against 

Tue House took time for consideration 

Lord Brrkenneap, C., in the course of his judgment, said that the 
underwriters had undertaken to re-insure the appellants’ liability in 
excess of £250 up to £750 for any one accident under their third party 
policy. It was proper to ask what was the plaintiffs’ liability under 
that policy’? In that document the liability of the plaintiffs stated in 
the body of the contract was to pay “litigation expenses.’’ Under those 
conditions one of two things might happen. The tramway company 
might be allowed to defend proceedings brought against their making 
the necessary arrangements themselves In that event the company 


Insurance Co.. from 


whatsoever 


was plainly bound to indemnify them in respect of legal expenses. In | 


the second and obviously more usual case the plaintiffs undertook the 
conduct of the proceedings, nominating solicitors and counsel to act on 
their behalf. In that view the liability of the plaintiffs to pay “ liti- 
gation expenses '’ would be to pay the costs of a successful plaintiff 
an" also the costs of their own solicitors. And the liability to pay 
the costs of their own solicitors is a liability under an arrangement 
ganctioned by, and therefore the third party policy. He 
was of opinion that the underwriters could have been compelled to 
indemnify the plaintiffs in respect both of the costs incurred by the 
defenders and the costs payable to them by the pursuers. Under. 
these circumstances it was a condition precedent to any liability of 
the underwriters that their consent to the incurring of any costs, in- 
cluding these costs, should be given. And it must be observed that 
the very reasons which made it desirable for the plaintiffs to insist 
that the tramway company should keep them closely informed of the 
making and development of tha claims, rendered it equally desirable 


unde: 
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a total of £952, and clamed | 


Henderson was not knocked down nor struck, but he | 
- ; | 
A summons was issued from the Court of Session, | 


| orders to lis principal in the matter of the agency, 


REPORTER. 
the tramway company would have occupied had they failed to aotaly 
to the plaintiffs that a claim was being brought against them and had 
incurred costs against their sanction. The appeal failed 

Lords Hatpane, Dunepin and Buckmaster concurred. Order accord 
ingly. —Counset, for the appellants, Disturnal, K.C., and Cartwrighe 
Sharn; for the respondents, Mackinnon, K.C., and Rowand Harker 
Souictrrors. Clifford Turner aA Hopton; Simmona ad Srmmone 

Reported by Ers«ine Reip, Barrister-at-Law 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re JOSEPH CLAYTON (LIM.). SMITH v. THE COMPARY. 
Peterson, J. 18th and 19th November ; 2nd December 
Sate ey Court—Reserve Price Frxep sy JupGe-——MIsTaAKE BY SuPPLY 
inc Lower Price to AucrioneeER—Property Sotp at UnpeR Vatus 
RerusaL or CERTIFICATE TO PuRCcHASER—SaLKE oF Land BY 
Auctions Act, 1867 (3 & 31 Vict. c. 48), s. 


Where the pud ge has fixed the reserve prece for the «ale 
by the Court, and by mistake the auctioneer is furnished with a lower 
price than by the Court as the 
the property 1 sold ot o price lesa than the serve price hed by the 
judge, the sale not being complete till certificate (see Re Longvale 
Brick and Limeworks (Limited), 1917, 1 I. R. 321) the certificate can 
he refused by the Court, and the highest bidder not allowed to be the 

Ph judge and the master are not agents for the parties te 
the action, but are entrusted by the Sovereign with adminestering the 
law, and are not bound to give effect to such a sale. 








of a proper ty 


that reserce price reserve price, and 


purchaser. 


This was a summons in a debenture holder’s action, in which am 
order for sale had been made asking that proceedings might be takes 
to certify the result of the sale, or that directions might be given how 


' to proceed in the matter in the following circumstances :—The sale 


was to be by auction, and affidavits of value were brought in, and 
ultimately the judge in (person fixed the reserve, and the reserves 
were handed to the solicitors sealed for transmission to the auctioneers, 
to be opened at the sale; but a clerk had made a mistake and inserted 
the wrong reserve, and the property was knocked down for less thas 
the reserve authorized by the judge 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, said :—The question in this 
case is whether P. has a binding contract or ought to be allowed as the 
purchaser. If P. is right in his contentions in support of the proposi 
tions the express direction of the judge in person that the property 
was not to be sold for less than £8,400 can be over-ridden by a mistake 
made in chambers I am quite unable to accept the contention urged 
on behalf of P. that the judge and the master were agents for the 
parties to the action who were responsible for their agent’s mistake, 
snd cannot repudiate a sale made at an undervalue by the mistake of 
their agents, and that it is only as agents for the parties that the 
Court has power to order a sale or give directions for the manner in 
which the sale is to be carried out. An agent who has power to give 
and to fix against 
his will the price at which the principal's property shall be sold, is a 
novelty in the law of agency. The Court has jurisdiction not be 
cause it is an agent of the parties, but because it is entrusted by the 
Sovereign with the duty of administering the law. It is important 
to bear in mind the position of the highest bidder at an auction 
sale made under the direction of the Court, and that he is not entitled 


, to the benefit of his purchase until the certificate ot the result of the 





that the plaintiffs in their turn should consult the underwriters before 
incurring costs. They 
pequences 


They found themselves in precisely the same position as 


omitted to do so, and they must take the con- | ford 


sale allowing nim to be the purchaser hae become binding (see Daniel's 
Chancery Practice, 7th ed., p 855). The Court of Chancery formerly 
took advantage of this interval to open the biddings in favour of a 
higher bidder, but that inconvenient practice was put an end to by 
section 7 of the Sale of Land by Auction Act, 1867. which also provided 
that the highest bonti-fide bidder at the sale should be declared and 
allowed the purchaser if he had bid up to and above the reserve price, 
and if there was no fraud or improper conduct in the management of 
the sale. That section did not alter the existing practice by which 
the highest bidder became the purchaser on being declared or allowed 
to be the purchaser by the usual certificate. The certificate is still 
necessary for converting the highest bidder into the accepted purchaser 
(see Re Longvale Brick and Limeworks (Limited), 1917, 1 I. R. 321) 
It is not necessary to express an opinion on the question whether the 
mistake as to the reserve was “ improper conduct in the management 
of the sale’’ within the meaning of the section, for in my view P. did 
not bid up to the reserve price, which was the price fixed by the 
judge as the lowest price at which the property was to be sold, and 
not the price which by mistake and in contravention of the direction 
of the judge in person was supplied to the auctioneer. This is a 
case in which the mistake was made by an officer of the Court, and | 
would be sorry to thick that the Court is, owing to a mistake by one 
of its officers, bound to give effect to a sale in such circum tances, and 
to deprive the persons interested of their property at far less than the 


price which after carefn! consideration the judge had determined 
was tne lowest price whi hould be accepted I am therefore of 
opinion that P. ought not to be allowed the purchaser.—Counsm, 
Cunliffe, K.C., and Gordon; Hughes, K.C.. and D. D. Robertson 
Dighton Pollock Soxictrors, Peacock & Goddard, for Waterworth 


&- Laycock, Keighley; Bell, Brodrick 4 Gray, for F. 8catchard. Bred 
Long & Gardner, for Browning & Olever. Bradford 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-Lew | 
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Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
MARVEN v. MARVEN AND TURNER 


Husspanp s Suit ror Divcrce—ADMISSION OF AVUL‘ERY BY 


Shearman, J. J7th Nov 


Divoxnt 


| 
| 


Wire— CounTerR-CHARGES BY Wire OF ADULTERY, CRUELTY, COND ICT | 


CONDUCING AND CONNIVANCE AND PRAYER FOR DISCRETION UNDER SEC 

m10n 31 or Marrimoniat Causes Act, 

COUNTER-CHARGES Founp PRovep—DISCRETION 

Decrees Nist GRANTED 

The Court will exercise its discretion in favour of 
it is satisfied that the adultery was 
the other party to the marriage 


EXERCISED AND 


quuty #poust 


caused throuagl fhe mere tfuct / 


In this petition Albert Ernest Marven prayed for a divorce from 
Harriet Marven, whose maiden name was Harris, on the ground of 
her adultery with Henry Turner. The parties were married on 11th 
June, 1904, at the Parish Church, Rochford, Essex, and there were 
two children living. The respondent, in her answe: 
adultery. and alleged inter alia (1) that the petitioner had himself been 
guilty of adultery with a woman named Hallam; (2) that he had 
treated her with tne greatest unkindness and cruelty, and had habitua 
suggested prostitution to her; (3) that by his cruelty, drunkeines 
neglect, and misconduct he was guilty of conduct conducing to ! 
admitted aduitery; and (4) that he had been accessory to and had 
connived at her admitted adultery. 
dismiss the petition, and might exercise its discretion in her favour, and 
dissolve her marriage with the petitioner, and give her the custody 
of the children. Counsel said that after the marriage the petitioner, 
who was of lazy and drunken habits, treated the respondent with the 
greatest cruelty 
streets, and he boasted of his relations with loose women. In December, 
1905, the parties moved to Rochford, where they lived till September, 
1907. While they were there the petitioner on several occasions used 
great violence to the respondent, even when she was pregnant. He con 
tinued to boast to her of his infidelity. In 1908 he told her that if she 
did not get money for him by prostitution he would see that she did, 
and that night he brought the co-respondent, who was a single man, to 
the house. The petitioner was in liquor. The three sat together in 
the sitting room, and after an interval the pefitioner called the respon 
dent out of the room. He said to her, ‘* You've got your chance now 
and if there’s no money for me by the morning, you know what to 
expect."’ Misconduct then took place between the respondent and the 
co-respondent. Next morning the petitioner said to the co-respondent, 
“Have you enjoyed yourself, old boy’?’’ The co-respondent paid the 
respondent, and the petitioner took the money. Before that the respon 


dent had not committed adultery with the co-respondent or with anyone | 


else. After that incident the co-respondent was brought up by the 
petitioner to the house every week-end, and misconduct took place be 

tween him and the respondent, the petitioner taking the money. For 
the rest of the week the respondent cohabited with the petitioner. The 
co-respondent then took a house in Old Ship-lane, in February, 1909 
and until November of that year all three parties lived together there 
The co-respondent paid all the bills for food and paid the rent. The 
respondent and the co-respondent committed misconduct every week 
end, and the respondent and the petitioner cohabited for the rest of the 
week. The petitioner used to bring up morning tea to the respondent 
and the co-respondent. In October, 1909, the respondent was confined 
of a child whose paternity was not unnaturally doubtful. In November, 
1909, the respondent refused to live this sort of life any longer, and 
she left the house and went definitely to live at Southend with the co 
respondent. The petitioner sent the two children to her there, with an 
intimation that he would not keep them any longer. The co-respondent 
kept the respondent and her two legitimate children and the child of 
doubtful paternity. In addition, the respondent had borne him five 
children. Immediately after the respondent left the petitioner he went 
to live with a woman called Hallam, with whom he was still living. The 
co-respondent had throughout treated the respondent and all the children 
with the greatest kindness, and had supported them The respondent 
had never been guilty of adultery with any other man. The petitioner 
and others then gave evidence in support of her case, and evidence of 
fidelity by the petitioner with the woman Hallam was given by the 
petitioner's sister-in-law. The co-respondent, who described himself as 
an engine driver, examined by Mr. Tyndale, said that in 1909 the 
petitioner took him to the house, and, pointing to the respondent, said 

“ There you are—there is your opportunity!’ and then he left him 
and the respondent together. He admitted all the adultery, and said 
that he was anxious to marry the respondent, who had made him com 

fortable and happy, and who had always behaved herself ** in quite a 
respectable way.” The petitioner was the instigator of the whole 
business. The child of doubtful paternity was now dead. He had tried 
to be a good father to all the children. The respondent had always 
been a good mother to them. [SHeaRMAN, J.—If I give a decree nisi this 
woman and the co-respondent will go back and live together for the six 
months before it is made absolute. If I refuse a decree I should, in a 
way, be encouraging the continuance of the adulterous connection.} 
Counsel cited the recent case of Watson v. Watson (the King’s Proctor 
shewing cause) (reported in the Times of 22nd November, 1919). In that 


case the adulterous connection of the petitioner waa continued after 


1857, anp Decrees N1si— | 


She prayed that the Court might | 


He told her that she should get her living on the | 


| suffer if adultery is encouraged, but 
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ncealed from the Court The President (Sir H 
Duke) there ex ised his discretion in tavour of the petitioner, on the 
grounds that the children would be benefited, and the woman with whom 
the petitioner had committed adultery was not of bad character, and 
acted to them as the mother who was of bad character should have 
done : Burdon v. Burdon (Queen's Proctor shewsng cause) (1901, P. 52). 
SHEARMAN, J., in giving judgment, said o difficulties 
which always arise in the lamentable circumstances of cases of this kind 
it, regularizes two courses of 
h to iyinen appears very wrong If it refuses to do so, 
g il encouragement to marital infidelity The 
interests of the children are paramount. As a rule the children would 
on the other hand, it is impossible 
to punish adultery because of the children. In this case both 


decree, and had bee 


There are tv 
If the Court exercise ites discretion 


adultery whi 


1b appears to g >a gene 


to reluse 


| the petitioner and the respondent have been proved to have been guilty 


| remarks on the subje t generally 


| reguiarizing two 


| the © 








| amount so allowed ’ 


asked to exercise ite unfettered discretion 
of the respondent | have come to the 
do so, but I desire to make one or two 
There is a great deal of criticism of 
the general policy of this Court in cases of this kind. It is urged that 
urt should never exercise its discretion if both parties are guilty ; 
if it does exercise its discretion it is accused of 
Such criticism appears to be on a 
wrong basis Phe Court should not allow hard cases to encourage the 
principle that there should be very little punishment where adultery has 
been committed by both sides. The discouragement of such a principle 
is always in the minds of judges when these cases come before them 
What is the position of a woman of a very poor class, like the present 
respondent’ If she goes to a magistrate and obtains a separation order 
how on earth is she to live and support her children on the precarious 
Such a position deserves the sympathy of judges. 
In the present case the woman married a worthless, drunken, lazy man, 
who forced his wife to work to keep the family and to get drink for 
himself. He did nothing himself, and treated her with the grossest 
cruelty. I am satisfied that the respondent and her witnesses have been 
candid with the Court. The petitioner has lived on the proceeds of the 
prostitution of the respofident, to which he coerced her, and on which 
he has the temerity to petition, and which, further. he immediately 
withdrew from when the respondent, in her answer, alleged that he had 
been guilty of adultery He beat his wife into prostitution, and he 
himself brought the co-respondent to her The co-respondent is a young 
labourer, with whom the respondent has been living quietly, happily, 
and, to outward seeming, in respectability since she left the unnatural 
home from which the petitioner had driven her by his conduct The 
respondent has candidly told the whole story to the Court. In extend 
ing my discretion in her favour, I am merely extending the principle 
laid down in Burdon vy. Burdon (supra) to a new set of facts, and I do se 
to any action which the King’s Proctor may consider 
There will be a decree nisi, and I 
Counse., Tyndale. far 


of adultery, and the Court 
judicial lines in favour 


conclusion that it ought to 


and, on the other hand 
ourses of adultery 


subject, of course 
it desirable to take subsequently 
give the respondent the custody of the children 
the reepondent SOLICITOR R- W. White 


Reported by C. G Tatsor-Porwsonsr. Barrieter-et-Law.) 


The first inquiry Industrial Courts Act is about to be 
held. The railway il-exporting firms, and shipowners, im 
onjunction with the Transport Workers’ Federation. recently applied to 
the Ministry of Labour for an inquiry into the practicability of clearing 
coal by working two unbroken shifts instead of 
hifts and thus avoiding night work Although the inquiry 
wv less a national one. the Fast. Coast ports ire not affec ted, seeing 
that they already have the two-shift systern. The Western porta, and 
parti ilarly the Welsh ports, are more closely concerned The view is 
held by some who know the conditions in Cardiff and other Welsh porte 
that they are inadequa‘ely equipped with appliances for the speedy 
clearing of coal, and it is thought that a public inquiry will turn a 
searchlight on these defects 


under the new 


iuthorities. c¢ 
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New Orders, &c. 
Statutes. 


The Royal Assent was given to the following statutes on 23rd De 

eember, 1919 

Appropriation Act, 1919 

County Court Judges (Retirement Pensions and Deputies) Act, 1919 

Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919 

Rats and Mice (Destruction) Act, 1919 

County Courts Act, 1919 

Ferries (Acquisition by Local Authorities) Act, 1919 

Isle of Man (Customs) Act, 1919 

Church of England Assembly (Powers) Act. 1919 

National Insurance (Unemployment) Act, 1919 

frish Railways (Confirmation of Agreement) Act, 1919 

Trade Marks Act, 1919 

Patents and Designs Act, 1919 

Dogs Regulation (Ireland) Act, 1919 

Irish Land (Provision for Sailors and Soldiers) Act, 1919 

Workmen's Compensation (War Addition) Act, 1919 

County and Borough Police Act, 1919 

Mental Deficiency and Lunacy (Amendment) Act, 1919 

Anglo-Persian Oil Company (Acquisition of Capital) Amendment Act, 
1919 

Profiteering (Continuance) Act, 1919 

Onion of Benefices Act, 1919 

Regimental Debts (Deposit of Wills) (Scotland) Act, 1919 

Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment) Act, 1919 

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Act, 1919 

Government of India Act, 1919 

Public Libraries Act, 1919 

Nurses Registration Act, 1919 

Nurses Registration (Scotland) Act, 1919. 

Norses Registration (Ireland) Act, 1919 

Electricity (Supply) Act, i9t9 

Housing (Additional Powers) Act, 1919 

Alieng Restriction (Amendment) Act, 1919. 

Old Age Pensions Act, 19ly 

Land Settlement (Scotland) Act, 1919 

Military Knights of Windsor Act, 1919 

Provisional Order (City of Cardiff Police and Fire Brigade Pension 
Funds) Confirmation Act, 1919 

Greenock Improvement Order Confirmation Act, 1919 

Glasgow Water Order Confirmation Act, 1919 

Ministry of Health Provisional Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Act, 
1919 

Swinton and Mexborough Gas Board Act, 1919 

Cannock Urban District Counci! Act, 1919 

Walsall Corporation Act, 1919 

Manchester Corporation Act, 1919 

St. Just (Falmouth) Ocean Wharves and Railways Act, 1919 
— Worcestershire and Staffordshire Electric Power Act 
191 

Crosport and Alverstoke Urban District Council Act. 1919 


Solicitors Remuneration Act General Order, 1919. 


This Order was laid before each House of Parliament on 17th Decem 
ber, 1919. It will take effect one month after that date. unless in the 
meantime an address is presented by either House seeking disallowanve 


of the Order 


GENERAL ORDER MADE UNDER SECTION 2 OF THE 
SOLICITORS REMUNERATION ACT. 1881 

We, the Right Honourable Frederick, Lord Birkenhead. Lord High 

Chancellor of Great Britain. the Right Honourable the Earl of Reading, 


Lord Chief Justice of England, the Right Honourable William. Lord | 


Sterndale, Master of the Rolls, William Arthu Sharpe, President of 
the Law Society, and Sir Arthur Norman Hill. Baronet, President of 
the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, being the persons authorized 


by Section 2 of the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881 (in this Order | 


ealled “the Act’), do hereby, by virtue of the power vested in us by 
the sail Act, and of every other power enabling us in that behalf. " 
and direct as follows 
1. (a2) The remuneration of a solicitor in 
transacted since the Ist day of September, 1919, the remuneration 
for which is regulated by Clause 2 (c) of the General Order made 
under the Act. which came into force on the Ist day of January 
1883, shall be increased by 534 per centum, and accordingly the said 
Clause 2 fe) shall have effect as if at the end of the said clause 
there were added the words following, that is to say “*And as 
further altered by the addition of 334 per centum to every allow 


order 





rHE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASK DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 


WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FONDS FOR ITS HUMANE Work. 


respect of all business | 
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ATHERTONS 


LIM! TED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 








ance or charge which might have been made under the said system 
as so altered.’ 
| ib) This rule shall not apply to bills of costs which have at the 
date on which this Order comes into operation already been de- 
livered to the client sought to be charged therewith, or to the 
person chargeable therewith, or liable therefor, or to bills then 
| already taxed and certified or allowed. 
2. This Order may be cited as the Solicitors Remuneration Act 
General Order, 1919. 
Dated the 11th day of December, 1919 
; BIRKENHEAD, C. 
Reapino, L.C.J. 
STERNDALE, M.R 
W. ArrHur SHARPE. 
A. Norman HILi 


Defence of the Realm. 


REVOCATION OF ORDERS. 

Whereas an Order called the Retail Business (Licensing) Order, 
| 1918, was made by the Director-General of Nationa] Service, in pur- 
suance of powers conferred upon him by Regulation 8aa of the Defence 
of the Realm Regulations; 

And whereas the said Regulation was amended by an Order in 
Council, dated the 3th day of May, 1919, by the substitution of the 
Minister of Labour for the Director-General of National Service as 
| the authority to exercise power under the said Regulation ; 

And whereas an Order called the Retail Business (Licensing) Order, 
| 1919) was made by the Minister of Labour, in pursuance of powers 
| conferred upon him by the said Regulation as so amended ; 





’| And whereas it is expedient that the said Orders shall cease to be 


in force ; 

| Now, therefore, the Minister of Labour, in pursuance of all powers 
| enabling him in that behalf, hereby orders as follows :— 

1) The said Retail Business (Licensing) Order, 1918, and the 
said ‘Retail Business (Licensing) Order, 1919, are hereby revoked. 

2) This revocation shal] not affect and shall be deemed not to 
have affected the previous operation of the said Orders or the 
validity of any action taken thereunder, or any penalty or punish- 
ment incurred in respect of any contravention or failure to comply 
with any provision of the said Orders or any proceeding or remedy 
in respect of any such penalty or punishment. 

(3) This Order shall come into force on the 31st day of Decem 

ber, 1919, and may be cited as the Retail Business Licensing 

| Revocation) Order, 1919 [Gazette 


Ministry of Health. 


NATIONAL INSURANCE (HEALTH) ACTS, 1911 TO 1918. 

Notice is hereby given, under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that 
it is proposed by the Minister of Health, after the expiration of at 
least 40 days from this date, in pursuance of the powers conferred 
upon him by Section 15 of the Nationai Insurance Act, 1911, and other 
enactments, to make regulations for revising the general arrangements 
| for the provision of medical benefit to insured and exempt persons, 
including the terms of service for insurance practitioners and chemists. 
. Copies of the draft regulations can be purchased, either directly or 
through any bookseller, from H.M. Stationery Office, Imperial House, 
Kingsway, London, W.C. 2. 

Dated this 19th day of December, 1919. 

Ministry of Health, Whitehali, London, S.W. 1 
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A Proclamation 
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| Revoxine Section 4 or THe Currency amp Bank Nores Act, 1914, 
wHeresy Bank Nores Issvep sy a Banx or Issue 1x SCOTLAND oR 

| IRELAND WERE MADE Lagat TENDER 

' GEORGE RI 
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Section 4 of the Currency and Bank Notes Act, 1914, it 
was provided as follows :— 

“Any bank notes issued by a bank of issue in Scotland or Igeland 
shall be legal tender for a payment of any amount in Scotland or Ire 
Jand respectively, and any such bank of issue shall not be under any 
obligation to pay its notes on demand except at the head office of the 
bank, and may pay its notes, if thought fit, in currencysnotes issued 
under this Act. 

“* Provided that notes which are legal tender under this section shal! 
not be legal tender for any payment by the head office of the bank by 


by that bank. 

“ This section shall have effect only until His Majesty by proclamation 
revokes the same, and any proclamation revoking this section may 
provide for the calling in or exchange of notes affected thereby :’ 

And whereas it desirable that in wdance with the powers 
thereby conferred the said section should be revoked as from the date 
hereinafter specified in that behalf 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of 
Our Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation, and We do 
hereby proclaim, direct and ordain as foliows 

Section 4 of the Currency and Bank Notes Act, 1914, is hereby 
revoked as from the first day of January, nineteen hundred and twenty 
and accordingly as from that date any bank notes issued by a bank 
of issue in Scotland or Ireland shal] cease to be legal tender, and 
any such bank shall be under the same obligations with respect to the 
payment of its notes as it was before the said section came into opera 
tion. 

Provided and it is hereby declared that nothing in this Proclama 
tion operates so as to prevent any such bank as aforesaid from paying 
its notes in currency notes issued under the said Act 

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace, this twentieth day 
of December, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and nineteen, and in the Tenth year of Our Reign 

God Save the King 


is ac 





Orders in Council. 
Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth f 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased 
to make regulations (called the ‘‘ Defence of the Realm Regulations ’ 
under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, for securing 
the public safety and the defence of the realm 
And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 


day « 


And whereas the said regulations have been amended by various 
subsequent Orders in Council ; 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said regulations 
in manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the 
fol'owing amendment be made in the said regulations :~ 


Regulation 84a shall be revoked. 





Whereas by Section 80 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, power 
is given to His Majesty, by Order in Council, to make Regulations as 
to the manner in which Government Ships may be registered as British 
Ships under the Merchant Shipping Acts : 

And whereas by the said section it is provided that those Acts shal 
subject to any exceptions or modifications which may be made by Order 
in Council, either generally or as respects any special class of such 
Ships, apply to such Ships when registered in accordance with such 
And whereas on account of urgency it is expedient that this Order 
should come into immediate operation. 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by virtue of the powers in this behalf 
by the said Act, or otherwise, in Him vested, is pleased, by and 
with the advice of His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby 
ordered ' 

I. That the following Regulations shall have effect as regards any 
Government Ships in the service of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheties, hereinafter sometimes referred to as the Board :— 

1. An application for registry of a Government Ship in the servic: 
of the Board sha!l be made in writing under the hand of the Fisheries 


Sec retary to the Board Such application shall contain the follow neg 
particulars :— 

(1) A statement of the name and des ription of the Shiy 

(2) A statement of the time when, and place where, the Ship | 


was built; or, if the Ship was foreign built and the time and 


place of building are unknown, a statement to that effect, and 
of her foreign name 
(3) A statement of the nature of the title to the said Ship, | 


whether by original construction by or for the Board, or by pm 
chase, capture, condemnation, or otherwise, and a list of the docu 


mente of title if any, in case she was not origina netructed 
by or for the Board 
4) A statement of the name of the Master 


whom they are issued for the purpose of the payment of notes issued | 


Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, the Defence of the Realm (Amend- 
ment) (No. 2) Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915, and | 
other enactments : 


Regulations 


| registered in pursuance of the provisions 






NEW ANNUITY RATES. 





The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
|now offered by the CENTURY. 








Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 
































.For each £100 of Purchase Money. 

Ave not less ’ 

thar . 

_ Females. | Males, 

60 £810 6 £9 910 

05 9 18 6 1] 2 10 

70 11 39 10 13 8 6 
\ strony, well-managed concern. Financial Times 





*One of the most conspicuously prosperous Ollices of the present 
-Insuranc: Newe. 






Jeneration 





‘One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.” 





impressions. 





‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughont its career.’—ost Magazine 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





























2. The Registrar, on receiving auch apply ition i respect of a 
Government Ship in the service of the Board shall 
1) enter the Ship in the Register Book as belonging | Hi 
Majesty, represented by the Board of Agriculture and fisheries, 
and shail also enter therein 
(2) the name of the port to which she belon 
(3) the particulars stated in the application 1 registration 
(4) the details comprised in the Surveyors Certificate 
3. On the registry of a Government Ship in the service of the 
Board the Registrar shall retain in his possession the Surveyor's Cer- 
tificate and the application for registry, and any documents of title 
mentioned in such application 
4. Upon the transfer of a registered G ‘ Ship in the service 
of the Board by Bil of Sale the Board shall be the transferors, and 
the Bil Sale shall be in Form A. in the proper form presoribed 
under the Principal Act, omitting the covenant therein contained 
Any such Bi Sale ’ | signed by the Fisheries Secretary to 
the Board on beh (| board 
5. The application for a Certificate of Sale reterred sections 
39 to 42 and sections 44 to 46 of the Princip Act iv be made in 
respect of a Government Ship in the service of the Board by the 
Fisheries Secretary to the Board on fheir behalf 
6. The person to whom the management of any Government Ship 
in tne service of toe Board ; entrusted by the Board shall he Is 
tered as provided by section 59 (2) of the Principal Act 





7. Government Ships in the service of the Board registered in pur 
suance of the provisions of this Order in Council] are hereby excluded 
from the category of ships belonging to His Majesty within the mean 
of sections 557 to 564 of the Principal Act 









ing 

6. Where any section of the Merchant Shipping Acts ich, by 
virtue of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, and this Order in Council 
is applicable to Government Ships in the service of the Board im 
poses any duty or liability or confers any right or power upon or 





contemplates any act being performed by the owner of a Ship such 
duty, iiability, right or power shall, subject always to the other 
provisions of this Order in Council, be carried out, borne, or exercised 
by the Board on behalf of His Majesty 

"9. In this Order in Council the term Merchant Shipping Acts shall 











mean and include any of the Merchant Shipping Acts any provision 
of which is by virtue of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, and this 
Order, applicable to Government Ships 






10. Section 1 and sections 8 to 12 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, shall not app!y to Government. Ships in the service of the Board 
of this Order in Council 









Provided always that no provision of the Merchant Shipping Acts 
whict 7 to a reasonalic onetrint vould not ipply m 
the case Governme Ships @ « ‘ e toard shall be 
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deemed to apply to such Ships by reason only that its application 
is not hereby expressly excluded. 

II. That this Order shall come into immediate operation provision- 
ally in accordance with the provisions of section 2 of the Rules Publi- 
cation Act, 1893. 


Board of Trade Orders. 
CENSUS OF PRODUCTION ACT, 1917 
to ap or Trape, paTep 22np Decemper, 1919, veTer 
ENSUS OF PRODUCTION SHALL BE TAKEN IN THE YEAR 


ORpER OF THE 
MINING THAT A 
1921. 

Whereas by section 1 (2) of the Census of Production Act, 1917, 
it is provided that a census shall be taken in any year which is fixed 
for the purpose by an Order made by tha Board of Trade and laid 
before Parliament; and, if the Order so directs, may be limited to 
any trades or businesses mentioned in the Order; provided that there 
is at least a year's interval between the date on which the Order is 
made by the Board of Trade and the commencement of the year in 
which the census is to be taken 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do by this Order determine that 
a Census of Production shall be taken in the year 1921 and that the 
said Census shall be limited to the trades or businesses included in 
the Schedule annexed hereto. 

The Board of Trade further determine that returns for the said 
Census shall not be required from persons, companies or firms who 
did not employ on the average more than five persons, exclusive of 
officers of the company or members of the firm, during the calendar 
year 1920, provided that each such person or an officer of such 
company or a member of such firm, as the case may be, makes a signed 
declaration, on the Schedule appropriate to their trade or business, 
of the average number of persons employed by them (exclusive as 
aforesaid) inside or outside the establishment during such year. 


SCHEDULI 


Coal. and Ironstone Mines under the Coal Mines Regulation Acts. 

Coke Works at Collieries 

Oil Shale Mines and Shale Oil Works 

Iron Mines under the Metalliferous Mines Regulations Act and Iron 
Quarries 

Salt Mines, Brine Pits and Salt Works 

Iron and Steel Trades (Smelting, Rolling and Founding 

Tinplate Trade. 

Galvanized Sheet Trade 

Engineering Trades (including Electrical Engineering) 

Shipbuilding and Marine Engineering Trades. 

Cycle and Motor Trades. 

Railway Carriage and Wagon Trades 

Copper, Brass, Lead, Tin, Zine and other Metal Trades (except the 
told and Silver Refining Trade) 

Cotton Trade. 

Woollen and Worsted Trades. 

Jute, Hemp and Linen Trades. 

Bleaching, Dyeing, Printing and Finishing Trades. 

Boot and Shoe Trades. 

Grain Milling Trade. 

Sugar and Glucose Trades. 

Brewing and Malting Trades. 

Spirit Distilling Trades. 

Tobacco Trade 

Chemica!s, Coal-tar Products and Drugs Trades 

Seed Crushing Trade 

Fertilizer Trade 

Soap and Candle Trades. 

Paper Trade 

Fellmongery Trade 

Leather Trade (tanning and dressing) 

Building and Contracting Trades. 

Brick and Fireclay Trades. 

China and Earthenware Trades 

Cement Trade 

Gas Undertakings 

Electricity Undertakings Gazette, 23rd December 


Notice is hereby given, in accordance with section 1, sub-section 7, 
of the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 1918, and No. 11 of the 
Statutory Rules and Orders, No. 265 of 1918, Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry, that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act 
have been granted by the Board of Trade to undermentioned com- 
yanies or individuals :— 

Soutillier, John Le, Colonial House, 17, Tooley-street, S.E. 1 ; 
—— Iron and Metal Company, Ltd., The, 9, Drapers-gardens, 

.C. 2 
Merchants Export Company, The, 1, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, 

W.C. 3. {Gazette, 23rd December. 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries Order. 
SILVER LEAF ORDER OF 1919 


The Board of Agriculture and’ Fisheries, by virtue and in exercise 
of the powers vested in them under the Destructive Insects and 





Pests Acts, 1877 and 1907, and for the purpose of preventing the 
spreading in England and Wales of the pest known as Silver Leaf, 
which is destructive to fruit trees and bushes, do order as follows :— 


Definitions. 


1. The expression ‘* the Board ”’ means the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries; the expression ‘‘ plum trees”’ includés any stock, stool or 
cutting of a plum tree; ‘‘Inspector’’ means an Inspector of the Board 
or of the Local Authority; ‘‘ The Local Authority ’’ means as regards 
any District the Local Authority for the District under the Diseases 
of Animals Act, 1894. 


Destruction of Dead Wood. 


1) Thé occupier of any premises on which plum trees are 
growing shall cut off and destroy by fire on the premises all the dead 
wood of each plum tree before the lst April of each year, and, where 
the dead wood in the trunk of any such tree extends to the ground, 
the occupier shall grub up and destroy by fire upon the premises the 
whole of any such tree, including the roots, before that date. 

(2) An Inspector may at any time serve @ notice on the occupier 
of any premises requiring him to cut off and destroy by fire within 
the time specified in the notice and on the premises any dead wood 
of any tree or bush of any kind whatsoever on the premises on which 
there are visible fruiting bodies of the fungus Stereum purpureum. 

Power of Entry. 

3. Any Inspector of the Board or of the Local Authority upon 
production, if so required, of his appointment, may. for the purpose 
of enforcing this Order enter any premises on which he has reason 
to suspect that a tree or bush to which this Order applies, is or 
recently has been, and examine any such tree or bush thereon, and 
any wood cut from any such tree or bush. 


9 


Service of Notices, etc. 


1. (1) For the purpose of this Order a notice shall be deemed to 
be served on any person if it is delivered to him personally or left 
for him at his last known place of abode or business, or sent through 
the post in a letter addressed to him there; and a notice purporting 
to be signed by an Inspector shall be primd facie evidence that it was 
signed by him as an Inspector. 

(2) A copy of every notice served under this Order shall be sent 
to the Board by the Inspector by whom the notice is signed. 

Notification of Order. 


5. This Order shall be published by the Local Authority in accord- 
ance with any directions given by the Board. 





THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


ENGLAND'S GREATEST ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN. 


"THE need for greater effort to counterbalance 

the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, 
loadin W.C. 1, to = most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 





The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 


to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 
OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£12,060 has to be raised every year 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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Offences. 


6. Every person shall be liable on conviction to a penalty not ex 
ceeding ten pounds who :— 
(1) fails to comply with the requirements of this Order,.or of 
any notice served under this Order, o1 
(2) wilfully obstructs or impedes any Inspector in the exercise 
of his powers or duties under this Order. 
Commencement, 


7. This Order shall come into operation on the first day of January, 
192u. 
A pplication of this Order 
8 The Order shall apply to England and Wales 
Short Title. 


9. This Order may be cited as the Silver Leaf Order of 1919 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE IMPORTED BACON, TAM AND LARD (PRICES) ORDER, 1919 
Notice. 

In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order, and 
of alb other powers enabling him im that behalf, the Food Controller 
hereby gives notice as follows :— 

1. The maximum prices for Picnics mentioned in the First and Second 
Schedules to the above Order shall, as regards sales to which Column A 
of the First Schedule applies, on and afiter the 24th November, 1919, and 
as regards sales to which Column B of the First Schedule or the Second 
Schedule applies, on and after the lst December, 1919, be reduced in each 
case by 27s. per cwt. 

2. The maximum prices for New York Shouluers mentioned in the 
First and Second Schedule to the above Order shall, as regards sales ‘to 
which Column A of the First Schedule applies, on and after the 3rd 
December, 1919, and as regards sales to which Column B of the First 
Schedule or the Second Schedule applies, on and after the 10th December, 
1919, be reduced in each case by 15s. per cwt. 

22nd November. 





THE OCHEBSE (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 
Jhrections, 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the above Order and 
of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller 
hereby orders and directs as follows : 

1. On and after the 9th December, 1919, until further notice, no 
Government cheese which is produced in the United Kingdom shall be 
sold by retail at a price exceeding a price at the rate of 1s. 8d. per !b. 

2.—(a) No charge may ibe made for packing or packages or for giving 
credit. 

(b) Where the cheese is delivered at the buyer's request otherwise 
than at the seller’s premises, an additional charge may ‘be made in 
reapect of such delivery not exceeding a charge at the rate of $d. per bb., 
or any larger sum actually and properly paid by the seller for carriage. 

3. The Directions under the above Order, dated the 8th March, 1919, 
are hereby revoked as from the 9th December, 1919, so far as the same 
relate to Government cheese producd in the United Kingdom, but without 
prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

4th December. 





THE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICKS) ORDER, 1917. 
<V otice. 

1. The Food Controller hereby directs, pursuant to Clause 1 (5) of 
Part I. of the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, that the prices men 
tioned in the Schedule hereto shall in England and Wales on and after 
the lst December, 1919, ‘be the maximum wholesale prices for the various 
cuts of home-killed meat and of imported meat (cut after arrival in the 
United Kingdom) mentioned in the Schedule. 

2. The Notice issued under the above Order and daited 13th October, 
1919, is hereby revoked as regards home-killed and imported pork as 
on and from the Ist December, 1919, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

4th December. 


Schedule. 
Prices per stone of 8 bbs. in all cases 
Pork. 


Home Killed. Imported. 


(Cut aiter arrival 
in the U.K.) 
8 


e 
= fe 


Loins ade -_ _ 13 2 ll 0 
Legs : <i i 12 2 10 O 
Belhes ‘ ; 12 8 10 6 
Hands me - 10 2 8 0 
Flare ‘ P . 10 6 80 
Heads ‘ Si 6 6 44 
VEAL. 
Hindguarters - — F 7 0 
Forequarters ‘ = 5 10 4 & 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 184. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairmen—John Croft Deverell, Eeq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Req 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. Wiliam Maples, Eaq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C Allan Ernest Messer, . 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., MP. The Rt. Hun, Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 
Edmund Church, Esq. Bart., D.C.L 
Philip G. Collina, Beq. Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E. 
y Mitton Crookenden, Esq. M.P. 
Kobert William Libdin, Esq. 
Charlies Baker Dimond, Esq 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq 
L. W. North Hickiey, Kaq. Francis Minchin Voules, Baq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. Charies Wigan, Esq. 
FUNDS EXCEED ~ - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 


Charles R. Rivington, Eeq. 
Mark Lemon Romer, Eaq., K.C. 
The Hon. Sir Uharies Russell, Bart. 





ORDER AMENDING THE MEAT (MAXIMUM -PRICES) ORDER, 


1917, 

In exercise of the powers « murferred pon m by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of a her powers enabling him in that be ralf, 
the Food Controlier hereby orders that the Meat (Maximum Prices) 
Order, 1917, as amended (hereniaiter called the Prin ipad Order), eball, 


as from & December, 1919, be amended as follows 
1. In the Sohedule to the Principal Order set out in the amending 
Order dated &t Novembe: 1919 lls. 8d sha be substituted for 
* 10s. 6d."’ as the maximum price per stone of 8 tbs. of home killed Pork, 
4th December. 
ORDER AMENDING THE IMPORTED BACON, HAM AND LARD 
PRICES) ORDER, 1919. 
In exercise of the powers conferred wpon jim by the Defence of the 
Realm 
the Food Controller hereby 


tegulations, and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
rders that the Imported Bacon, Ham and 
‘ 


Lard (Prices) Order, 1919, hereinafter called the principal Order, shall 
be amended as follows :— 

1. At the end of Clause 11 the principal Order the following para 
graph ana ve dded a 


mporte d shal] mean with respect to any Bacon, 
mavufactured outside the United Kingdom, 
e United Kingdom from pigs raised 


Dhe expression 

Ham or Lard, cured or 

or cured or manufactured in t 
outside the United Kingdon 

2. Copies of ‘th hereafter to be printed under the 

authority of His Majesty's vtionery Office shall be printed with the 

addition provided by this Order, and the principal Order shall on and 

after the &th December, 1919, be read and take effect as hereby amended, 

6th December 


he prunecypal Orde 
is 


THE BRITISH ONLONS ORDER, 1918 
Notice of Revocation 


In exercise of the powers cond rred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
okes as on the 15th December, 1919, the 


the Food Uontrolier hereby re 
without prejudice to any proc eedimgs 


British Gneons Order 1918, brut 
in respect of any contravention thereof 

6th December 

THE HORSE AND POULTRY MIXTURES ORDER, 1917. 
Notice of Revocation 

Ln exercise of the powers conferred upon him by ‘the Defence of the 
lealm Regulat und of all other powers enal#ling him im that behall, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 15th December, 1919, 
the Horse and Poultry Mixtures Order, 1917, as amended, but without 
pre) idice to a y proceedings in respect of any contravention thereot. 
10th December. 

ORDER AMENDING THE FLOUR AND BREAD (PRICES) 

ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
tne Food Controller hereb orders that the F yur and tread (Prices) 
Order, 1917, as amended (hereinafter called the Principal Order) ehall 
be further amended as follows 

1. Sub-clause (d) (vi) of Clause 10 of the Principal Order shall be 
deleted and the f Ww be substituted therelor : 

‘(vi) The manufacture of rusks, biscuits, bread or any other 
product made wholly or in part from flour, for use in the making 
of sausages, black puddings, the interior of pork or meat pies or 
any other like preparation; and the making for sale of sausages, 
black puddings, the interior of pork meat pies or any other like 
preparation ’’ 


img 8ubd-Cialse sha 
> 
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%. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of His Majesty's Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
amendments provided for by this Order, and the Principal Order shall 
on and after the 29th December, 1919, be read and take effect as hereby 
amended. 

15th Decembe 


THE POULTRY AND GAME (PRICE> 


ORDER, 1918 

conferred upon him by the Defence of 

enab ing him in that bel | 

Poultry and Game (Pric« 
the Principal Order 


ORDER AMENDING 


In exercise 
Realm Regulations and of all other pow: 
the Food Controller hereby orders th 
Order, 1918, as amended (hereinafter called 
shall be further amended as follows 


of the powers 


1. Sub-Clause (iii) of Clause 4 of the Principal Order shall be deleted 


2. The Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the Schedule 
tu the Principal Order 
3. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
suthority of His Majesty's Stationery Office sha be printed with the 
amendments provided for by this Order and the Principal Order shail 
on and after the 15th December, 1919, be read and take effect as 
hereby amended. 
13th December. 
(There is 


a Schedule of Maximum Prices.) 


ee 


RESTRICTION) ORDER. 1918 


General Licence 


MEAT (DEALERS 


further notice imported 


or 


On and after the 15tn December, 1919, unt 
meat may be bought or obtained 1 supplied to a wholesale 
retaah dealer in meat the purpore of hia business free from the 
restmetions imposed by the above Order 

15th December 
LIVE STOCK (SALES 

DrRection 
In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order, and 
ill other powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller 
hereby directs that on and after the 26th November, 1919, the maxi 
mum price of a Class A beast (including the offals) on the occasion of 
ale by dead weight to the Government buyer shall (except in the 
case of a cow where the certified weight of the dressed 

mounts to 630 Ibs. or over, be the sum applicable according to Part 2 
of the First, Schedule to the above Order without the deduction of 4d 
per lb. cf the certified weight of the dressed carcaee 

26th November 


THE ORDER, 1919 


carcase 





Societies. 
Solicitors’ War Memorial Relief Fund. 


Che trustees of the above fund wish to bring to the notice of the 
embers of their profession the objects of the trust, viz., the estab 
shment of a relief fund to be administered for the benefit of solicitors 
ind their articled clerks who have suffered in mind, body, or estate in 

through the war, and the families and dependents of such solicitors 
ind articled clerks, and of those solicitors and articled clerks who have 
been killed in the war or have died of wounds or injuries intucted on 
ov sustained by them, or of sickness or disease contracted by them 

ilst serving, or in 
Majesty's Forces during the war 

C['wenty applications from solicitors, and one from the widow of a 

licitor who was killed on service, for the education of her son, have 
been received, and grants amounting to £5,617 4s. 9d. have been allo 
ated. 

The trustees are prepared to receive applications from deserving 
cases which fal] within the objects of the trust as set out above, and 
the necessary forms of application can be obtained from the Clerk to 
the Trustees, Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund, Law Society's ..all, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 2 


New Strate Sch: mes «f Insurance. 


The Unemployment Insurance Bill, which Sir Robert Horne intro 
duced without explanation at a recent sitting of the House of 
Commons, is a measure of the highest national importance.- The 
following is an authoritative account of the scheme which Sir Robert 
Horne has embodied in the Bill on behalf of the Government :— 

The scale of unemployment benefit is to be at the rate of 15s. a 
week for men and 12s. for women. The scale under the original Act 
was 7s., recently increased to 11s. 

The rate of contribution is to be for men 3d. a week from employers 
and 3d. a week from emploved. The contribution for women is ti 
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consequence of their service in any of His | 





be 24d. per week from employers and 24d. from employed. There 

ire to be lower rates of contribution and benefit for boys and girls 

between the ages of sixteen and nineteen. The State is to contritmut, 

ne-third of vue combined contributions of employers and employed, 
rhe industries of agriculture and domestic service are spe ifhically 
uded from tke Bill. 

Industries which already have unemployment schemes of their own, 
giving equal or greater advantages, will be allowed to contract ogt 
f the Bill after the Minister of Labour has approved such ; step 
by special Order. The Minister is further to have the power to se 
up a special scheme if he thinks fit for any particular industry. He 
can exercise this power even in a case in which the initiative has not 
been taken by the industry. The setting up of such special schemes 
uraged by the payment of a State contribution towards 
the expenses of administration of one-tenth of the estimated amount 
of the contribution which employers and employed would have paid 
under the scheme of the Bill. 

It is estimated that no fewer than 11,425,000 workpeople will be 
insured against unemployment under the scheme, and that of this 
number between 1,500,000 and 4,000,000 persons may come unde 
special schemes. The actual cost to the National Exchequer will 
be from £3,000,000 to £4,00U,000 a year. The cost to the State of 
the present limited scheme of unemployed insurance is approximately 


£1,250,000.—T'imes. 


is to be ener 








Legal News, 


New Year Honours. 

The Hon. Cuartes Josern Donerty, K.C., D.C.L., LL.D 
Representative at Peace Conference, 
Councillor 

Fetrx Casser, K.C 
made a Baronet 

GEORGE JEFForD Fow er, thirty years Chief Magistrate for Kings 
ton (public and local services), has been made a Knight. 


Canadian 
has been appointed a Pnvy 


Judge 


Advocate-General since 1916, has been 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Amalgamation. 


Messrs. Austin & Batu and Mr. Witiam Nrxox, both of Glaston 
bury, havo amalgamated their practices, and will carry on business in 
future under the name of Austin & Bath. The partners of the firm 
will be Major Robert Bath, M.C., and William Nixon, and the business 
will be carried on at the offices of Austin & Bath, at Chilkwell-street, 
Glastonbury. 


—_— 


‘Dissolution. 


TxHeopore THoRowGoop, Cuartes Ropert HarGreaves Harpcastte 
and Frank OvrpHant TomKu1ss, solicitors (Thorowgood, Tabor, & Hard: 
castle), 11, Copthall-court, London. October 1. Thesaid Charles Robert 
Hargreaves Hardcastle and Frank Oliphant Tomkins will continue to 
carry on the business under the same name, and at the same addres 
as heretofore. (Gazette, December 23 


General. 


tee under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
Order, dated llth December, increasing by 33 1-3 pet 
‘ lst September !ast the charges which solicitors are entitied 
to render under Schedule LI. of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 188, 
which regulates charges rdinary non-contentious business as dit 
ti guished from contentious or Court business. -It does not, however 
ver charges spect of t lease of land @ 
jouses, which cnarges remain unaltered. The new Order, which wes 
laid on the tabk hoth Houses of Parliament on 17th December, and 
ich will take effect one month after that date, uniless in the meat 
time aa address is presented ‘by either House seeking disallowance of 
1e Order, is not to apply to bills of costs which have already beet 
delivered on the latter date, or to bills then already taxed and cer ified 
or aliowed. By an Order which came into force in May, 1918, tees 
for conteritious business were increased ‘by 20 per cent. during the war. 
The Minister of Labour has made an Order revoking as from ls 
December last, the Retail Business (Licensing) Orders, 1918 and 1919, 
which required a licence to ‘be obtained from the Ministry before aay 
person could, in Great Britain ; retail 
trade or business, or establish or carry on any new branch of aay 
existing retail trade or ‘business. In view of the investigation that is 
necessaty before licences can ‘be granted, it will not be practicable @ 
deal with any durther applications for licences. The “Ministry calle 
uttention to the fact that, the necessity for obtaining a certificate of 
registration from the Food Controller before establishing a new reté 
business involving the sale of meat, milk, bacon, margarine, flour bread. 
potatoes, or sugar is not affected by the revocation of the above-mer 
tioned Order. The application for such certificates must be made # 
heretofore to the Food Control Committee of the district. in which the 
applicant's proposed premises are situated. 


purchase r sale or 


establish or carrv on any nev 
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oa 
id girly The London Gatette contains a roclamation revoking eection 4 of Resolutions for W inding- -up Voluntarily. 

















tritute the Currency and Bank Notes Act, 1914, under which bank notes issued | 
loyed, by a bank of issue in Scotland or Ireland were made legal tender. The Lendon Gazette.—Twmmar, Deo. ®. 
itically proclamation provides that, as from Ist January, any bank notes | Blair Atholl Aerop! ane Syndicate, Ltd rimes, Curtis & Co., Ltd 
. jssued by a bank of issue in Scotland or Ireland shal! cease to be legal | Br 2 .. ae : P . . n Piate Co., Ltd 
- Own fender, and.any such banks shall be under the san bligations with Ml oy wer mpr c _— ~~ yn » _ Ltd 
t out respect to the payment of its notes as it v section ¢ e| Wu l 1 es Ste mn ‘Trawling Co Ltd, 
step into operation Provided. and it is her by sclar { nothing in the - k ae. endal Liberal Club Buildings Oo,, Ltd. 
to set proclama lo Operates 80 as to preve I «! ank Irom paying ~ 2 ee . td saenen 7 ven &, a Ltd 
y. He notes in Currency notes issued under the - rging ‘ . lef vestment Oo., Ltd 
: hen Of the sixteen undefended matrimonial suits set down for hearing - a. Museen Pann 
oll before Mr. Justice Shearman on the last day of the Michaelmas Ter: cone & Oa, tad 
: ° were conducted under the Poor Persons’ Rules Out of sixteen pin gO Ltd 
mount eases Lefore Mr. Justice Hill, twelve were brought under the Poor 
paid Persons’ Rules. Ten of the sixteen undefended divorce cases in the 
: list for hearing before the President were instituted under the Poor 
7 ae rersons’ Rules. One was instituted in ferme u per ! 
‘ is 
under roles 
r will Sam Stearne, a hairdresser, of Red Lion-street, W.C., was fined £20 
tate of and ordered to pay £10 10s. costs at Bow-street Police Court yesterday 
mately for a contravention of the Merchandise Marks Act by selling a quantity 
; of razor blades to which was applied the false trade description“ Gillette 
Safety Razor Co.”’ The defendat t said that he had no reason to believe + pte see ~ oo 
that the blades were not genuine ++ ‘ hing i t C. Hemme rt b, Lad. 
Mr. Stanley Fisher has been appointed Chief Justice of the Suprene oa a Sanam 
Court of Cyprus He was called to the Bar in 1890, and for some years 
has been a Puisne Judge at Cyprus ; 
Pnv 
Winding-up Noti oe 
. inding-up Notices. Creditors’ Notices. 
= enor _— ‘ 
Kine oy eee Serene Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 3 
6 Lrurrep in CHANCERY 


London Gazette.—Turspar, Dex Las? Day or Ciarm. 


Lowp, Hampson & Lonp, Lrp.—Oreditors are required 





send their names and addresses, and the particular 
William Kevan, 12, Acresfield Boltos liquidator 
Darapyvoverr PRroprcrions r 4 ar req 
to send their james and vd “ ume he art PLIZABETH 
eclaims, to James Neil Duncan 22 ( em Dale-st tt 
aston Piccapitty Review, Lrp.—Oreditore are required, on or re Jar to send , . DWARD, Dore ter Ja 4 ‘ : ‘ b, Doroh 
e358 their names and addresses. and full particulers f the ‘ ts < bo s, Kopert Wooperr okfriars-romd, Sout i Jan. 2 
e firm Ernest George Bygrave, 23, Ely-pl., Holborn Circus, | ! r +, Biackfriars-ro 
BvTi EMMA, Batters J i sudwell, 104. 8t. John’s 
IS LN€es JOINT STOCK COMPANIES CATHRICK, Henry, Newby ‘ : 0 rh. Jan. 23. Birdsall, 
street, ‘ S aurborough 
Liwitep rn CHANCERY. Fican, Caanuotre Eva St. Leo A oe 3 2 asther Fic 
London Gazrtte.—Frinar, Dec. 2 t Devon 
CuarmMan, Caristorner Fane, Norwi n. 2. Bignold & I 
> I D x 0 ’ "OR TT re t 1 
ee - — ; — = = © ‘antl atte _— COPELAN Oortt, Manchester, Cap Maker jan. 20. Field & 
on or wfore Jan o send weir n 1 ane act« ‘ ‘ m « ester 
their debts or claims. to John Mecdonald Henderson, 2 cna t 
h dc n Macd 1 Hend n, 2 Coussecx. Toomas Wiuiam, St 
\STLe hquidator So Dover 
Hard- Fmatite Box Company, Lrp ditors yuired, on or bef Jas to set oTTLe, JonN, Torquay 
Robert their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei! te or cl ‘ eal 
: t Macdonald Henderson, 2, Moorrat t. Buildings, ! tor OwSON, Mary Emma 
ue W 5 7s 
idrese Neweastte aNpD GaresHrap THratres, Ltp.--Creditors sar r fore . j ~~? — & 
9 , Jan. 31. to send their names and addresses. and t¢ { p deh hy pond J “) Ws 
25 or claims, to James John Gillespie, 40, Westgat Ne ‘ : HH. Bedlf 
liquidator . 
- ashen f %. Souths & Dennis, Wishech 
JOIN ‘ yr COMP - ; , , : 
JOINT STOCK WPANTI I ‘ tosert G ot t pon- Thames t Durham & Chariton, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. ton-upor I 
' hey N . le s k € Car nhel oo 7 
1981, eden Gazette : ) Henry, 1 H y« Par » amy ll, Hooper & 
3 per Baoapway Srinnine Co., Lap ! s are require é ef t nd 0 GAR LT r wood Jan. 31 harp & Benest, 11 
titled their names and addresses, and the particulars of r dk el a Aahal : 
- Harold Stott. « the Broadw r te , \ toddar ’ \ ! A iT Torquay a : ee Michell 
1882, Oldham, liquidator Wellington 
s dis L. N. Wasreraren lit r fe Jar ) INT ‘ CHOLLS me 1 rel r & Dell, Teign 
y ever their name are ddr os mal « tioulars ol heir de t in é t . > 
nd of Thomas Keene, 29 : ton, liquidator NNT nt ' tia , ll, Bourne, Lincs 
was 





= 1 THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Lr. 


Jd CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc, 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to bouseholder, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers ” Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren.ium. 








LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counse., will be sent on application. 
For Further Information write: 24, MOORGA TE ST., E. C. 2. 
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Mitts, Hownr, and Estare Mis, Folkestone. Jan. 0 
Folkestone. 
Nicwo.sow, James Hantisr, Leeds. Feb. 16. J. B. Brooke & Dyer, Leads. 
Povitow, Omantzes Wittiam, Gloucester, Farmer. Jaa. 2. Langley- Smith & Son, 
Gloucester. 
Paitcuerr, Feaxcis, South Croydon. Jan. 31 
Hali<t., Cannon-st 
Etizasetn ANNE, Cambs. Feb. 1 
Ohatteris, Cambs 
Scumees, Groroe, Selly 
Tartorn, Wittms, Oh 
Lincoln's Inn 
Tantseton, Lovisa, Exmouth. Jan 
THORNILEY, Frances, Stockport 
bank, Stookport 
Taotuir, Jouxn Epwarns, 
3 Michael A 
Josera Hever, 
Maldon. 

WPLLFSLer, Hon. Maopvatex, Farnham Roy 
meley & Co., 3, Lincoln's Inn-felds 
Writtams, Hanerer, Maldon, Essex. Feb. 1. Cri 
Wrer, Isaac, Dor ter, Cerriave Builder Feh. 14 


Pree, Isle of Ely, A. Harold Ruston & Son, 
3. W. EB. Crook, Birmingham 


Park Birmingham Jan 
) Pearce & Nicholls, 12, 


bhem, Surr Jen. 3! 


Strand 
at Under 


Hoheon & MacMahon, 34, Essex-st 
Sidebotham & Sidebotham, Gr: 


21 
Feb. 1 
wer, Bedford, Africa 
Sone & Co. 5 
Commercial 


Cape of Good 
Tokenhouse- ya 
Clerk. Feb. 1 


Dagga Hope, 8 
rahams, 
Maldon 


Crick & Freeman, 


al, Bucks. Jan. 21. Frere, Chol- 
k & Freeman, Maldon 


Frank Allen, Doncaster 


tte 


Futnary, Deo. Ww 
14 (ston 


London 


upon- Mersey 


(saat 


Joan, Ashton Jan Harwood, Somers & San 
Manchester 

South Woodford. Dec. 20. Jone 
Unthal Nottingham, 
Basinghall-et 
LLtamMY, Risalpur, 
Broad -st 

Credit Draper 
Hackney, Master Carman 


AINSWORTH, 
Gerde 
JAMES, 
Witttam TAYtor 
Pyman & Go., % 
Devonsnineg, Ferar V« 
Stavridi, 0, Old 
Tiwwine, James, Talis 
Extasy, Josuca Baucr 
ford Hill 
Crace, Lewts Paxton, Guilford pla 
4, Lincoln's Inn-flelde 
Haenis, Manoanet Sisecta Gerrecvoe, 
*"lymouth 
Hatow, Emma Jane Apetatne, Penrhynden 
Barton & Kentish, Birminghem 
Hor, Eowarp Grirrixn, Rame Feb. 1. Robinson 
walk, T 
Jacosson, NaATRanter 
Manochester 
Janvis, Witttam, Walsall, Lice 
Less, Thomas, Torquay. Feb. 1 
lawis, Betsy, Weet Hagley, Stourbridge 
Heath, Staffs 
Vern, Groner Fatconen, 
2, Milbank House, Westminster 
Price, Cnantrs, Portobello-rd. Jan. 31 
Sutra, Hamet Lewis, Croydon. Jan. 31 


1 Barrett & Son, 7, 
Drapers’ Buyer. Jan 


Leadenhall-st 


Bue 
2%. Wallace 


Ove, 


India on Westbury, Ireston % 


+4, Bed ford-row 
Stam 


wuton 


Fy Bartlett, 
J . Norman Scorgie, 


¢, Bloomabury hi Jan. 3. Hore & Co., 


Plymouth. Ja: 3. Wooll & Yonge, 


comes 


lracth, Merioneth Feb. 2) James, 


& Bradley, 7, King's Bencli 


ate 


em ple 
ny 


Manchester, Hat Manufacturer. Jan. 3). Farrar & Co., 


nsed Victualler. Fob. 2. Frenk A. Piatt, Walsall 


Branson & Son, Sheffield 


Jan. 3 George Williams, Cradley 


Hyde Park Corner. Feb. 2. Lewin, Gregory & Anderson, 


T. Carver, Hereford 


Fra 
Son & Marten, Croydon 


Fdridge, 


Geo. Warden Haines, 


Francie Howse & Eve, 3, Salters’ 


New-ct., | 


Tiocr, Joy, Paddington. Jan. 31. Edwd. Tatham Nash, 161, Strand. 


Watt, Evirm, Eastbourne. Jan. ©. E. 0. Langham, Eastbourne 
Wittiams, Twomas, Liastrisant, Glam., Farmer. Jan. 31. John 8. Davies, Tonty- 


pridd. 
Ww ae, oe GeRatpIns Frietptxe, Esling. Jan. 25. Cockburn, Gostling & Cockbarg 
righton. i 


London Gazette.—Tvesmar, Dec. 30. 


Beppixetox, Joun Henry, Regent's Park. Jan. 25. Lee & Pembertons, 44 
soln's Inn-tields. ‘ 

Bexxiss, Epwarp Dexsr, Brighton. Jan. 

Brep, Jonxn Gowm, Manchester. Jon. 3. 

Bees, Enwix Taomas, Reigete. Feb. 10. 
house-yard. 


Lin 


31. Long & Casley, Ipswich. 
Jas. Cumberbirch, Maccleafield. 
Michael Abrahams, Sons & Co., 5, Token 


Davies, Joux, Lianidloes. Jan. 8. Wm. George, Lianidloes, N. Wales. 

Davies, SaRan, China-walk, Lambeth. Jan. 31. Arthur C. Giles, 166, Lambeth-rd, 

Dickins, Emitr Scsax, Winchester. Jan. 31. Charles Warner & Richardson, Wia 
chester. 

Dease, Wiritiam Wreegam Trewaitt, Amersham. Dawes & Sons, 2 
Birchin-lane. - 

FaRRrant, Joun, Tiverton, Devon, Farmer. Jan. 31. Hole & Pugsley, Tiverton. 

Feicuer, James, Tattingstone, Suffolk. Jan. 31. Long & Casley, Ipswich 

Greex, Wittovesr, Leeds, Engineer. Feb. 2. J. B. Brooke and Dyer, Leeds. 

Grove, Hexyry Antace, Aston, Birmingham. Jan. 2. uggins & Williams, Bir. 


ming ham. 
Jan. 3. Beckingsale & Co., 3 


Feb. 3. 


Oldham, Warchouseman. 


Hares, Water Frepenice James, Camberwell-cd 

Copthall-av. 

faove, Cuantes Bccecer, Jan. 3. BE. Rowbotham 
Oldham. 

pa — Witttam, Cassop, Durham, Draper. Feb. 2 G@. A. Carpenter, 
jurham. 

Mitts, Isaac, Oldham. Jan. 27. J. Arnold Brierley & Robinson, Oldham 

Rocue, Groner Brtanp, Upper Norwood, Civil Engineer. Jan. 31. Faithfull Owen, 
Blair & Wright, Dacre House, Victoria-st., Westminster. 

StaNtey, Isaac, Clapham. Feb. 14. Taylor, Willeooks & Co., 240, Lavender-hill. 

lartor, James, Sevenoaks. Jan. 1&8. Knocker, Knooker & Co., Sevenoaks. 

formas, ADA Acome, Stockwell Park-rd., Surrey. Feb. 6. Frank Bindley, 4 

itre-ct., 1 
Wrener, Samvet, Feb. 9. Addleshaw, Sons & Latham, Manchester 


Manchester. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential! that ali 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro 


DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 


| perty is a very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
y: 


| suffer according 
| 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 


| 


chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 


| Valuers, and will be glad to advise thowe desiring valuations for any 


| 


purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, 4 
speciality —{Apvr.] 





Lauderdale rd. 


Sxuirn, Freprrice, 
Oct. 15. Ord 
Tupomatp, Mrairt 
Nov. 21. Ord. 
THOMPSON, 
Manchester. 
Torrtxerox, Lord 
Oct. Zl. Ord 


Deo, 18 
ETHEL, 
Dec 


Notices. 


2 


Bankruntcy 


London Gazette.—Tcrspar, Dec. 
REOEIVING ORDERS 
Reormatp Wars, Stansted, Fasex 
Hertford Pet. Dee. 19. Ord 
Hamitton, Frank, Fuckeridge, Herts. Engineer 

ford. Pet. Deo. 18. Ord. Dec. 18 

Marw, Wittram LIGERTWOOD Tooting, Insurance 
Broker. Brighton. Pet. Oct. 8. Ord. Deo. 18 

Morus, Srovey, Craven Arms, Salop, Timber Contrac- 
tor. Leominster. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. Deo. 18 

Raptsr, H. C., St. James’-place. High Court 
Nov. 14. Ord. Deo. 18 

Boose, Anruur Trenane, 
facturer. Swindon 

Trowarp, Entc Rroer, Hendon 
Court. Pet. Nov. 4. Ord. Deo 

Tvawer, Pur Repsarp, Staines 
Surrey. Pet. Aug. 1. Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS 

Reatwatp Ware. Stansted, Dealer 

Jan. 5 at 11.30. 14, Bedford-row 

Groror Woodnlumpton. near 
Weaver. Jan. 9 at 1030. Off. Reo., 13, 
st., Preston. 

Jounson, Jesse Stafford 
1030. The Vine Hotel, Stafford. 

Prime, Raters, Burnley, Jeweller. Jan 
County Court House, Bankhouse-st 

Rapier, H. C., St. James’-place. Jan 
ruptoy-bides., Carey-«t. 

Scoste, Arrace Tremaxe. Twrford, 
Manufactarer. Dec. 31 at 11.30 
Swindon 

Trowarp, Faic Rrorr, Hendon. Motor 
at 12. Bankruntev-hides.. Carev-st 

Towns, Jaues, Birmingham, Provieion Dealer. Jan. 2 
at 11.30. Off. Rec., 191, Com Birmine- 


Pet 
Ss 


Dealer 
Dee 


Deo. 19 
Hert 


Cuvncewan, 
in Motors 
ADJUDICATION 
ORDER 
Krys, Harry 
Creydon. Ord 
Annul. and Rese 


April 3, 
Pet. 


Winchester, Mann- 
19. Ord. Deo. 19 
Motor Agent High 
18 
Middix 
Deo, 18 


Twrford 
Pet. Dec 
Jacos, 
a Ord. 


BLUMENFELD, 
Pet. Deo 

Movtanp, C 
Pet. * “ —— 

| Ros, Hewrr, Liver 
Pet. Nov. 21. 


Kingston, 


Cuvrcmman, in 
Motors. 


Porsuw, wall, Grocer. 


| Tuew, Roserr, 
Pet. Nov. 20 


Preston, 
Winckley- Hayes, 


Ord: 


Shonkeeper Deo. 31 at 
15 at 10.15 
Burnley. 


5 at ll. Bank 


Toolmaker 
poration-st., 
MoGraara, Loris 
General Dealer. 
Marine+ldgs., Li 
Motiry, Roser, Bicester, 
at 12. 1, St. Aldates, 
THOMASSON, 
County Court, 


near Winchester 
38, Regent-cirons, 


Jan. 5 


Agent 


poration-st., 


ham. 
Woon, Harry, Sheffield. Grover. Dec. Wat 12. OF 


Reo., Figtree-lane, Sheffield 


ADJUDIOATIONS 
Canter. Rew Wiritew Cranes PRether 
York Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Dec. 17 
Gaeeweene, WMances Arturver. Salford 
Manufactvrer. Salford Pet. Der 5 
Hawtetow, Frave. Hertford Engineer 
Pet. Dec. 18 Ord Pee 18 
McoGeara. Lovrs Heeasrer Atexivner 
Genere! Dealer. Liverpool Pet. Nov 
Teo. 18 
Moses Groner Hever. Lowestoft 
Pat. Oot. B. Ord. Dec. 
Scostz, Anravn Tremase, Twvrford, Winchester. Mona 
facturer. Swindon. Pet. Der. 19. Ord. Deo. 19 


High Court. Pet. 
pe Bryesam 
gineer. 
Fraser, Eric 

Pet. Sept. & 
GRESLEY, 

Ul. Ord. 
Hotiowar 

Traveller 


Rectory, Yorks 
VERNON, 
Waterproof Ord 
Ord Dee Is 
Hertford Deo. 20 
ALFRED 
Liverpool Brighton 
1%. Ord 

wall, Grocer. ‘Truro. 


Great Yarmouth 


| Striecner, Yacovs. Soho, 


Pet. May & 


Oct. 


Aug 


Gravesend 


Atsert, Manchester 

Nov 
James s H 
18 


ANNULLED 
RESCINDED 
Thornton Heath, 
1908 
23, 


London Gazette,—FRrivar, 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
Islington, 
Deo. 


Iver Heath, an Farmer 
Deo. 
, Com any Director 
m4. "Dee. 
| Trewerry, Gervase Joun Basserr, Newlyn East, 
Truro, Pet. Deo 
—— 

. 3. 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Gaeev, Taomas, Handeworth, Birmingham, 
Jan. 8 at 11.50. 
Birmingham. 
Herserrt 
Jan. 6 at 11.30. Off. Rec., 
Dale-st., 
Oxford, 
Oxford 
Writ, Bolton, 
Mawdsley-st., 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Cotrox, Caaries Stevexs, Strand, Company Director 
. B. Ord. Deo 
Tuomas MoCiettanp, Earl's Court, 
High Court. Pet. Oct. 15. 
Gloucester-ter. 
Dec. B 
Lavrence, Park-st 


CHARLES, 
Pet 
Treveenr, Gervase Jounw Basserr, Newlyn East Corn- 
Pet. Deo. 2. Ord. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gasette of July 17, 
Boot Dealer 
Ord. July 13, 


Amended Notice swhetituted for that published in the 
London Gasette of Nov. 28, 1919. 
Hesry, Josepn Winortetp, Piccadilly. High Oowt. 
Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Nov. 26 


High Cour I 


Rochester. Pet. 


! 

' 

et. | 

| 

Paper Makers’ Age | 
17. Ord. Deo. 18 

h Court 


nt. 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

Arracr Leopotp, Palmers Green, Commer- 

High Court. Ord. May 13, 1916. 

1916. Annual. and Reso. Nov. 5, 


Pet 


Hoveton, 
cial Traveller 
Adjud. May 12, 
1919. 


AND RECRIVING 


ivil Servant 
April 8, 1908. 


Surrey, ¢ 
Adjud 
1919. , London Gazette.—Tvtspar, Deo. 30. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


BicMexretp, Jacos, Islington, Hosier. Jan. 8 et HM. 
Bankruptcy bkigs., Carey-st 

Kanarex, Asranam, Newport, Mon., Draper. Jan. @ 
at 11.90. County Court Offices, Dock-st., Newport, 
Mon. 


Dec. Mi. 


Hosier High Court. 
Windsor. 
ADJUDIGCATIONS. 

Rastnovirz, Merron Yerim, Manchester, ary oe Mer 

chant. Manchester. Pet. Nov. 1l.' Ord. 3. 
Tuomeson, Francis WItt1aM, Misterton, Tobtioghemn, 
Farmer. Horncastle. Pet. Nov. 21. Ord. Dec. ®. 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Canavtr, Bexzamix, Cambridge. Leicester. Adjud. 
June 1908. Annul. Dec. @, 1919. (Receiving 
Order dated June 19, 188, rescinded.) 


ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCIND- 
ING ORDER. 
Har. David, Momntain Ash, Glam., Hosier. 
Order of Adjudication dated March 36, 
Annul., Revoo., or Rese. Dec. 16, 1919. 


Liverpool. 
Corn- 
Deo. 22. 

Windsor. 


2. Ord. 
Farmer 


Engineers’ 
Off. Rec., 191, Cor- 
Liverpool, 
Union 


ALEXANDER, 
ORDER 
Liverpool 

Fishmonger 


7 * Aberdare. 
Grocer. Jan. 5 at 3 190. 


Bolton. 





INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and 
rivately. for particulars apply to 
Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medical Superintendent. 
Tejephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH, 


En- 
Ord. Dee. 33 

High Court. 
High Court. Pet. Oct 
Suesex, 
Dec. 23 


Angmering, 
Jaly 3. Ord 
Deo. 2B 


1917. 
High Court. 











